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L  HAT  all  men  are  sinners  against  God, 
and  obnoxious  to  his  everlasting  displea- 
sure, are  truths  generally  admitted.  This 
concession  however  is  not  always  followed 
by  contrition.  For  though  there  be  ample 
ground  for  dismay,  it  rarely  happens  that 
men  are  sufficiently  alarmed  to  think  them- 
selves in  much  danger  of  perdition;  and, 
of  course,  they  are  not  anxious  for  safety. 
Should  conscience  disturb  their  quiet,  and 
the  fear  of  punishment  prompt  them  to 
flee  from  the  wrath  they  have  provoked; 
instead  of  searching  the  scriptures  to  find 
the  way  of  escape,  they  frequently  attempt 
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to  palliate  their  guilt;  or  if  not,  they  per* 
haps  form  a  wrong  estimate  of  the  conduct 
and  character  of  God,  and  hastily  conclude, 
That  though  their  sins  be  great,  the  mercy 
of  God  is  much  greater;  and  that,  after 
compunction  for  the  past,  and  the  promise 
of  amendment,  it  would  detract  from  the 
goodness  of  God  to  suppose  that  they 
should  not  ultimately  meet  with  accept- 
ance. 

That  the  mercy  of  God  is  infinitely  great, 
is  a  delightful  and  consolatory  truth.  But 
it  should  ever  be  remembered  that,  as  the 
righteous  Governor  of  the  world,  He  can- 
not, in  the  exercise  of  this  mercy,  act  in- 
consistently with  himself — that  his  glory 
is  as  much  concerned  in  maintaining  the 
rights  of  holiness  and  of  justice,  as  it  is 
in  the  display  of  his  goodness  and  mercy. 
Were  this  consideration  suffered  to  have 
its  due   weight,  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
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mercy  of  God  could  never  be  manifested 
but  in  perfect  harmony  with  all  the  other 
perfections  of  his  nature. 

There  is  hardly  any  thing  more  inimical 
to  human  happiness  than  erroneous  con- 
ceptions of  God's  moral  government  of  the 
world.  As  a  creature,  man  is  dependent 
on  him  for  his  being  and  his  blessedness. 
He  is  the  subject  of  a  law  promulgated  for 
the  regulation  of  his  conduct.  To  this  law 
is  annexed  a  penalty,  for  the  violation  of 
which  he  must,  if  grace  prevent  not,  ine- 
vitably suffer:  and  if  men  would  reason 
impartially  on  this  subject  as  they  some- 
times do  on  others  of  little  moment,  they 
would  soon  discover  that  transgression  has 
rendered  them  obnoxious  to  its  curse.  The 
contemplation  of  this  av/ful  fact  would  at 
once  evince  the  necessity  of  the  vicarious 
work  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  in  order  to 
forgiveness.    In   his    substitutionary  under- 
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takings,  all  the  divine  perfections  are  seen 
in  perfect  harmony;  and  in  reference  to 
the  salvation  of  man,  we  may  say  with  the 
devout  Psalmist,  c  Mercy  and  truth  are  met 
together;  righteousness  and  peace  have 
kissed  each  other.' 

If  it  be    allowed   that   the    law    of  God, 
which   is    the   rule   of  duty,  is  founded  in 
righteousness,    and    that-   men    are    sinners; 
the   curse  threatened   in  case   of  transgres- 
sion  must  stand    as  an   insuperable  bar    to 
their     happiness.    Hence    the    necessity    (if 
they  are  to  be  saved)  of  the  incarnation  of 
the  Son  of  God,  and  of  his  satisfaction  with 
a  view  to   atonement.    This    satisfaction    is 
however    by    some   persons    boldly    denied, 
and,  in  perfect  consistency  with  this  denial, 
it  is  said,  That  our  blessed  Lord  was  not 
punished:  for  it  is  easy  to  see  that,  if  the 
doctrine  of  satisfaction  be  allowed,  punish- 
ment  must  of   course    follow;    for  without 
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punishment    there     can   be    no    satisfaction 
either  to  the  law  or  to  the  justice  of  God. 

Socinus  was  aware,  says  the  incompara^ 
ble  Owen,  '  that  by  the  establishment  of 
punitory  justice,  a  knife  is  put  to  the  throat 
of  his  opinion,  and  that  it  cannot  be  de- 
fended; (that  is,  that  no  reason  can  be 
given  why  Christ  our  Saviour  is  called 
Jesus  Christ)  he  maintains  that  the  whole 
controversy  concerning  the  satisfaction  of 
Christ  hinges  on  this  very  question — That 
could  they  get  rid  of  this  justice,  even  if 
they  had  no  other  proof,  that  human  fiction 
of  Christ's  satisfaction  would  be  thoroughly 
exposed,  and  would  vanish.  For,  adds  the 
Doctor,  it  being  granted  that  this  justice 
belongs  to  God;  not  even  Socinus,  though 
doubtless  a  man  of  great,  very  artful,  and 
fertile  genius,  could  devise  any  way  of  ob- 
taining salvation  for  sinners  without  a  satis* 
faction*   I   am   fully    persuaded  in  my  own 
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mind,  says  the  Doctor,  elsewhere,  That  the 
truth  which  we  embrace,  is  so  far  from 
being  of  trivial  consequence  in  our  reli- 
gion, that  it  is  intimately  connected  with 
many,  the  most  important  articles  of  the 
christian  doctrine  concerning  the  attributes 
of  God,  the  satisfaction  of  Christ,  and  the 
nature  of  sin,  and  of  our  obedience;  and 
that  it  strikes  its  roots  deep  through  almost 
the  whole  of  theology,  or,  the  acknowledg- 
ing of  the  truth  which  is  according  to  god- 
liness.' The  Arminians  and  Baxterians 
allow,  says  a  writer  well  versed  in  polemic 
theology,  6  That  Christ  suffered  in  the 
room  and  stead  of  sinners,  but  neither  of 
them  will  acknowledge  that  his  satisfac- 
tion was  plenary.  They  insist  that  what 
Christ  paid  for  our  redemption  was  not  the 
same  with  what  is  in  the  obligation;  and 
that,  therefore,  his  dolorous  sufferings 
were  not  a  proper  payment  of  our  debt; 
and,  consequently,   a  proper  and  full  satis- 
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faction  for  our  sins  could  not  arise  from 
his  death  to  the  law  and  justice  of  God. 
For  were  this  satisfaction  conceded,  they 
see  at  once  that  the  delinquents  for  whom 
it  was  made,  must  inevitably  be  saved.' 

That  punitive  justice  is  natural  and  es* 
sential  to  God,  is  a  truth  of  vast  import- 
ance. In"  contemplating  this  awful  attri- 
bute as  exhibited  in  the  redemption  of  man, 
the  divine  holiness  appears  eminently  glo- 
rious. Here  the  devout  christian  discovers 
ample  cause  for  humiliation  and  for  tri- 
umph. With  the  most  pungent  sorrow  he 
reflects  on  his  depravity  and  his  guilt;  and 
while  he  adores  the  grace  that  has  saved 
him  from  perdition,  he  may  confidently  ask, 
with  the  Apostle,  4  Who  shall  lay  any  thing 
to  the  charge  of  God's  elect?  It  is  God  that 
justifieth.  Who  is  he  that  condemneth?  It  is 
Christ  that  died.'  He  will  indeed  have  to 
regret  that  he  has  so  long  been  tfie  slave  of 
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sin,  and  that  he  still  is  the  subject  of  corrup- 
tion; but  he  may  notwithstanding  rejoice, 
*  That  as  sin  hath  reigned  unto  death,  even 
so  grace  reigneth  through  righteousness 
unto  eternal  life  by  Jesus  Christ:'  and 
that,  though  his  enormities  are  many  and 
great,  yet  the  God  to  whom  he  looks  for 
pardon  and  acceptance  can  nevertheless  be 
'just,  and  the  justifier  of  him  that  believeth 
in  Jesus.' 

That  the  doctrine  of  Imputation,  as  ex- 
hibited in  the  scriptures,  and  as  held  by 
the  most  eminent  Protestant  Divines,  lays 
at  the  foundation  of  our  hope  of  forgive- 
ness, I  firmly  believe.  It  is  inseparably 
connected  with  the  glory  of  God  in  the 
salvation  of  man.  Important  however  as 
it  undoubtedly  is,  the  salutary  truth  has  not 
met  with  that  cordial  reception  to  which  it 
is  entitled.  The  scripture  phrases  that 
refer  to  thi*  momentous  subject  are  indeed 
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retained  because  they  are  scriptural;  but 
the  doctrine  itself,  when  properly  defined, 
is  by  numbers  strenuously  opposed.  But, 
as  a  learned  writer  remarks,  'The  put- 
ting that  which  is  not  a  cause  for  a  cause, 
namely,  that  which  is  not  a  divine  tes- 
timony for  a  divine  testimony:  the  letter 
of  the  scripture  alleged  not  according 
to  its  sense,  is  not  the  scripture.  That 
saying  of  Christ,  4  The  Father  is  greater 
than  I,'  cited  according  to  the  sense  of  an 
Arian,  is  not  scripture.  These  words,  4  This 
is  my  body,5  cited  according  to  the  sense  of 
a  Papist,  is  not  the  word  of  God.' 

The  Socinians,  says  Dr.  Owen,  l  ex- 
pressly oppose  the  imputation  of  the  righ- 
teousness of  Christ,  and  plead  for  a  parti- 
cipation of  its  effects  or  benefits  only.-— 
But  to  say  that  the  righteousness  of  Christ, 
that  is,  his  obedience  and  sufferings,  arf 
imputed  to  us  only  as  to  their  effects,  is  tQ 
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say  that  we  have  the  benefit  of  them,  and 
no  more;  but  imputation  itself  is  denied. 
They  know  well  enough,  and  ingenuously 
grant,  that  they  overthrow  all  true  real 
imputation  thereby. — And  it  is  not  pleasing 
to  see  some  among  ourselves  with  as  great 
confidence  take  up  the  sense  and  words  of 
these  men  in  their  disputations  against  the 
protestant  doctrine  in  this  cause,  that  is,  the 
doctrine  of  the  church  of  England, 

c  That  the  righteousness  of  Christ  is  im- 
puted to  us  as  to  its  effects,  hath  this  sound 
sense  in  it;  namely,  that  the  effects  of  it 
are  made  ours  by  reason  of  that  imputa- 
tion. It  is  so  imputed,  so  reckoned  to  us 
of  God,  as  that  he  really  communicates  all 
the  effects  of  it  to  us.  But  to  say  the 
righteousness  of  Christ  is  not  imputed  to 
us,  only  its  effects  are  so,  is  really  to  over- 
throw all  imputation. — The  effects  of  the 
righteousness  of  Christ  cannot  be  said  pro- 
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perly  to  be  imputed  to  us.  For  instance; 
pardon  of  sin  is  a  great  effect  of  the  righ- 
teousness    of    Christ.     Our    sins    are    par- 

- 

doned  on  the  account  thereof.  God  for 
Christ's  sake  forgiveth  us  all  our  sins.  But 
the  pardon  of  sin  cannot  be  said  to  be  im- 
puted to  us,  nor  is  so.  Adoption,  justifi- 
cation, peace  with  God,  all  grace  and 
glory,  are  effects  of  the  righteousness  of 
Christ.  But  that  these  things  are  not  impu- 
ted to  us,  nor  can  be  so,  is  evident  from 
their  nature:  but  we  are  made  partakers  of 
them  all,  upon  the  account  of  the  impu- 
tation of  the  righteousness  of  Christ  to  us, 
and  no  otherwise.'  Such  was  the  language 
of  this  great  man  in  1677.  What  he  would 
have  said  had  his  life  been  protracted  to 
the  present  time  it  is  not  easy  to  determine, 
but  that  the  following  remarks  of  a  modern 
pen  would  have  been  highly  approved  and 
commended  there  can  be  no  doubt. 
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4  We   live  in  an  age  of  hypocrisy,*  says 
this    able    writer,    '  in   which    good    names 
are  given  to  bad  things,  and  a  little  truth 
mixed  with  error,  that  it  may  more  effec- 
tually   and   fatally    deceive.    The    very  vo- 
cabulary  of  our    language    needs   revision, 
and    we    want    a   new    dictionary    to    ex- 
plain   the    present    acceptation    of     terms, 
which  mean  any  thing  but  what  their  ori- 
ginal   imposers    intended,   and    every   thing 
that   the    present    generation    shall    please. 
Hence  some  writers,  enforcing  the  doctrine 
of  universal  charity,  consider  those   senti- 
ments   which  rob   God  of  his  divine   attri- 
butes,  the    Holy  Trinity    of  their   distinct 
personalities,  the   Lord  Jesus  Christ  of  his 
essential   Deity  ^  and  which  barter  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Gospel  for   a  miserable  code 
of  heathen  morality,  as    equally  deserving 
esteem    with   "  the  faith  once  delivered  to 
the  saints,"  for  which  thousands  have  suf- 
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fered  loss,  and  for  which  martyrs  have  shed 
their  blood.' 

In  the  justification  of  a  sinner  before 
God,  cause  and  effect  are  inseparable* 
The  effect  of  righteousness  is  exemption 
from  condemnation:  but  this  exemption  is 
never  said  to  be  imputed:  indeed  the  thing 
itself  is  impossible.  There  can  be  no  just 
exemption  from  condemnation  where  there 
is  guilt;  because  guilt  is  that  which  ren- 
ders the  delinquent  obnoxious  to  penalty* 
He  must  therefore  be  freed  from  that 
which  made  him  liable  to  suffer  before  he 
can  be  declared  righteous.  But  this  the 
sinner,  considered  in  himself,  never  can 
be.  If  the  righteousness  of  Christ  be  not 
imputed  to  him  for  justification,  he  must 
inevitably  perish.  But  arrayed  in  this 
consummate  righteousness,  he  participates 
of  all  its  glorious  effects,  namely,  ex- 
emption from  condemnation,  adoption,  and. 
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the  complete  enjoyment  of  everlasting  ble3« 
sedness. 


Indeed,  says  Mr.  David  Clarkson,  the 
successor  to  Dr.  Owen,  i  either  the  righte- 
ousness of  Christ  is  imputed  to  us,  or  no- 
thing; for  the  effects  of  it,  viz.  pardon  of 
jsin,  and  title  to  life,  &c.  are  not  imputed 
to  us;  because  it  cannot  be  said  with  any 
tolerable  sense  that  right  to  life,  or  pardon 
of  siiij  were  performed  in  our  stead,  or  ac- 
cepted for  us  as  so  performed. 

i  Besides  that  which  is  imputed  to  us  is 
3iot  personally  or  subjectively  ours,  but  the 
effects  of  Christ's  righteousness;  our  faith, 
our  inherent  holiness,  pardon  of  sin,  title 
to  life,  are  ours  subjectively  and  personally! 
we  are  the  subjects  of  them  as  we  are  not 
of  that  which  is  only  imputed  to  us;  and 
to  say  that  these  effects  of  it  are  only  im- 
puted to  us,  is  to  deny  all  imputation  of  it.'' 
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To  say  that  sin  was  not  imputed  to 
Christ,  is  to  contravene  the  evidence  of 
scripture.  For  if  words  have  any  mean- 
ing, this  fact  is  unequivocally  maintained 
by  the  apostle  Peter,  when  he  says  (speak- 
ing of  Christ),  *  Who  his  own  self  bare  our 
sins  in  his  own  body  on  the  tree.*  Now 
how  could  he  bear  these  sins  if  they  were 
not  imputed  to  him?  Can  a  man  with  any 
appearance  of  truth  be  said  to  bear  that 
which  was  never  laid  upon  him?  If  the 
imputation  of  sin  to  Christ  be  riot  a  scrip- 
ture doctrine,  the  phraseology  of  prophets 
and  apostles  appears  in  many  instances 
perfectly  unintelligible. 

Persons  who  are  hostile  to  this  doctrine 
tell  us,  That  it  was  not  sin  itself  which  was 
imputed  to  Christ,  but  the  effects  of  sin* 
But  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
apostle,  whose  words  have  been  quoted, 
is   not   speaking   of   the  effects  of  sin,  but 
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of  sin  itself.  He  was  more  of  a  logician 
than  to  attempt  to  separate  what  is,  in  this 
case,  inseparable,  cause  and  effect.  If  ths 
effect  be  there,  so  must  the  cause:  and 
therefore  to  represent  the  apostle  as  refer- 
ing  to  the  effects  of  sin  when  he  is  evi- 
dently speaking  of  sin  itself,  evinces  great 
arrogance,  and  is,  besides,  a  reflection  on 
his  wisdom  in  selecting  appropriate  terms 
to  express  one  thing  when  he  meant  an- 
other* 

That  there  is  as  truly  a  federal  relation 
between  Christ,  and  the  members  of  his 
mystical  body,  the  Church,  as  there  was> 
between  Adam  and  his  natural  descend- 
ants, the  scriptures  abundantly  manifest: 
and  it  is  this  federal  relation  which  laid 
the  foundation  for  the  imputation  of  their 
sins  to  Christ, — for  the  punishment  he  vo- 
luntarily underwent  for  the  expiation  of 
their  guilt,  and    for  the    imputation  of  his 
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righteousness  #for    their  justification    before 
God.     But,    according    to    the    sentiments 
opposed    in   the    following   pages,    no  such 
relation    ever    existed — there   was    no    real 
imputation  of  sin  to  Christ,  nor  any  proper 
punishment  inflicted  on   him  for   it;  conse- 
quently,    the    penal    sanction  of    the    law, 
with  reference  to  those  who  are  saved,  has 
never  been  endured.     For    were    these  im- 
portant   facts    admitted;    it  is  easy  to    per- 
ceive that  redemption  must  of  necessity  be 
limited;    because  no  one    could  righteously 
perish    for   whose  sins    plenary  satisfaction 
had  been  made  to  divine  justice. 

As  is  the  ransom,  must  be  the  release: 
and  I  think  Mr.  Toplady  did  not  utter  one 
syllable  too  much  when  he  said,  4  Were 
redemption  universal,  salvation  would  and 
must  be  of  equal  extent — let  unlimited 
redemption  be  once  proved;  and  I  will  take 
upon  myself  to  prove  unlimited  salvation,1 


xxii  PREFACE. 

On  minute  inspection,  it  \vill  be  found 
that  all  objections  to  the  doctrine  of  parti- 
cular redemption  originate  in  self-love. 
Men  are  not  found  manifesting  much  sym- 
pathy or  regret,  nor  yet  suggesting  that 
there  is  any  thing  harsh,  or  cruel,  in  the 
divine  procedure  respecting  the  angels 
who  are  reserved  under  chains  of  darkness 
unto  judgment  of  the  great  day.  But 
when  attempts  are  made  to  show  that  the 
righteous  God  might,  with  equal  justice, 
have  left  all  our  apostate  race  to  perish  n 
their  sins;  epithets  are  adopted  that  evince 
the  rebellion  of  the  heart;  numberless  con- 
siderations are  urged  in  extenuation  of 
their  guilt- — that,  as  imperfection  is  known 
to  be  inseparable  from  human  nature,  it  is 
not  to  be  imagined  that  there  is  an  evil  in 
sin  which  calls  for  unmitigated  vengeance; 
and  that,  were  not  a  remedy  provided  com- 
mensurate to  the  evil,  it  would  be  difficult 
to   reconcile    such    inexorable  justice    with 
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the  mercy  and  the  goodness  of  God.  This 
presumptuous  language  is  evidently  selfish, 
and  ill  becomes  the  man  who  has  been  a 
transgressor  from  the  womb,  and  who, 
without  regret,  can  hear  of  the  condemna- 
tion of  those  who  were  probably  much  less 
guilty  than  himself. 

But  when  sin  is  beheld  in  its  true  co- 
lours, and  the  bitter  effects  of  it  are  felt 
in  the  conscience;  men  \vrill  have  other 
thoughts  of  the  turpitude  of  moral  evil; 
they  will  see  and  acknowledge  that  it  is  a 
righteous  thing  in  God  to  render  tribula- 
tion to  the  wTorkers  of  iniquity;  and  that, 
had  such  been  the  divine  pleasure,  the 
whole  of  our  apostate  race  might,  with 
the  fallen  angels,  have  been  left  to  perish 
in  their  sins. 

It  was,  however,  the  infinitely  gracious 
purpose    of    God    to  save  from    perdition, 
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through  the  redemption  of  his  Son,  a  num- 
ber of  the  sons  of  men,  who  are  made 
accepted  in  Him,  the  beloved;  for  which 
purpose  the  adorable  Surety,  as  the  head 
of  his  body  the  Church,  came  into  the 
world,  assumed  our  nature,  suffered  and 
died;  and  after  his  resurrection,  sent  forth 
his  ministers  to  proclaim  the  glad  tidings 
of  salvation  to  a  perishing  world. 

The  doctrine  of    election    has    been  fre- 
quently   calumniated     as     unmerciful    and 
cruel,  whereas  the    fact  is    directly  the  re- 
verse.   Were    there  no  election   of  men  to 
everlasting    life    and     blessedness,     not     a 
single    individual    would    be    saved.    For, 
however    extended    and    ample    redemption 
may  be    supposed,  it  would   avail    nothing 
were  men  left    to    themselves.  The  human 
heart  is  too   powerfully  fascinated  with  the 
objects  of  senses— with  gratifying  the  lusts 
of  the  flesh,  the  lust  of  the  eyes,  and  the 
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pride  of  life,  to  think  much  either  of  God, 
or  the  salvation  of  the  soul.  These  con- 
siderations seldom  occupy  the  mind  till 
age,  or  disease,  render  men  incapable  of 
gratifying  the  sensual  appetite;  and  when 
the  symptoms  of  approaching  dissolution 
interrupt  their  quiet,  the  means  adopted 
to  secure  their  future  happiness,  are  quite 
the  reverse  of  those  announced  by  the  in- 
spired writers.  Christ  crucified  is  still 
unto  the  Jews  a  stumbling-block,  and  unto 
the  Greeks  foolishness:  and  on  no  occasion 
is  the  pride  of  the  human  heart  so  conspi- 
cuous, as  in  its  utter  aversion  from  the  way 
of  salvation  revealed  by  the  Gospel.  To 
suppose  that  the  soul  possesses  nothing 
that  can  in  any  way  contribute  to  its  safety, 
is  a  thought  not  to  be  endured.  It  is 
therefore  plain  that,  if  the  scripture  ac- 
count of  the  corruption  of  human  nature — 
of  the  enmity  of  the  carnal  mind  against 
God — of  the    almighty  power    requisite  to 
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enlighten  the  understanding,  and  to  quicken 
those  who  are  dead  in  trespasses  and  sins, 
be  true;  and  no  plan  has  been  settled  in 
the  everlasting  covenant  of  grace  to  secure 
the  application  of  Christ's  redemption,  no 
flesh  living  would  be  saved.  This  position 
is,  I  think,  as  susceptible  of  proof  as  any- 
theological  axiom  hitherto  embraced  by 
the  christian  church. 

That  the  following  letters  have,  among 
other  things,  a  reference  to  the  funda- 
mental doctrines  of  election,  of  imputation 
and  redemption,  will  be  easily  perceived; 
but  whether  they  will  contribute  to  the 
elucidation  or  establishment  of  these  very 
interesting  subjects,  must  be  left  to  the 
determination  of  the  intelligent  and  im- 
partial reader. 


THOUGHTS 


OX  THE 


SUFFERINGS  OF  CHRIST, 


LETTER  I. 

*  On  Calvary's  Hill  my  mourning  eye  discerns, 

With  faith's  clear  view,  that  Spectacle  which  wipef 

Each  tear  away,  and  bids  the  heart  exult! 

There  hangs  the  Love  of  God!  There  hangs  of  man 

The  Ransom!  there  the  Merit;  there  the  Cure 

Of  human  griefs the  Way,  the  Truth,  the  Life!' 


I  HAVE  to  apologize,  my  dear  Sir,  for  not 
having  long  ere  this  answered  your  obliging  fa- 
vour. I  flatter  myself,  however,  that  when  you 
consider  my  numerous  avocations,  and  the  little 
leisure  I  have  for  epistolary  communications,  my 
remissness  will  readily  meet  with  forgiveness. 

In  answer  to  your  request,  suffer  me  to  say, 
That  the  more  I  reflect  on  what  passed  at  our 
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last  interview,  the  more  I  am  convinced  that  the 
sufferings  of  Christ  were  in  exact  proportion  to 
the  guilt  of  the  many  sinners  he  had  undertaken 
to  redeem;  and  that,  had  the  unworthy  objects 
of  his  merciful  regard  been  more  numerous, 
these  sufferings  would  have  likewise  been  aug- 
mented. It  should  be  observed  concerning  the 
sufferings  of  Christ,  says  Bishop  Reynolds, 
*  That  the  ceconomy  or  dispensation  of  his  me- 
diatorship  is  the  measure  of  all  that  he  suffered. 
So  much  as  that  required,  he  did  suffer,  and 
more  he  did  not.' 

To  say,  That  had  our  blessed  Lord  redeemed 
every  individual  of  the  human  race,  he  would 
not  have  suffered  more  than  he  actually  did 
suffer;  is,  in  effect,  saying,  That  there  is  as 
much  moral  evil  in  a  few  transgressions  as  in 
many,  and  that  it  is  deserving  of  as  much  pu- 
nishment; or,  in  other  words,  That  suffering 
for  a  part  of  our  species  is  sufficient  for  the 
redemption  of  the  whole;  whieh  is  a  sentiment, 
in  my  mind,  repugnant  to  the  moral  government 
of  God,  and  contrary  to  the  ideas  that  ought 
ever  to  be  retained  both  of  virtue  and  of  vice, 
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If,  in  advocating  this  hypothesis,  any  regard 
be  paid  to  consistency  of  sentiment,  you  must 
of  course  relinquish  the  imputation  of  sin  to 
Christ,  and  the  federal  relation  that  subsists  be- 
tween him  and  his  church:  for  if  these,  together 
with  his  plenary  satisfaction  lo  divine  justice,  be 
admitted,  redemption  must  be  particular;  and 
those  who  stand  thus  related  to  him  will  un- 
doubtedly be  saved. 

These  important  branches  of  theology  are 
frankly  denied  by  the  Socinians:  they  have  sa- 
gacity to  perceive  that  if  the  imputation  of  the 
sins  of  one  man  to  Christ  be  necessary  to  his 
redemption,  it  must  be  equally  necessary  for 
the  redemption  of  every  other  sinner  who  is  to 
participate  of  salvation. 

The  redemption  of  men,  according  to  your 
views,  does  not  consist  in  the  undertakings,  or 
in  the  actual  sufferings  of  Christ,  as  made  sin 
and  a  curse  in  their  room  and  stead;  but  in  the 
sovereign  will  of  God,  who  is  pleased  to  accept 
his  death,  not  as  an  adequate  price  paid  to  di- 
\ine  justice  by  penal  sufferings,  but  as  a  medium 
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through  which  he  is  reconciled  to  sinners,  and 
in  consequence  of  which  they  are  pardoned  and 
made  everlastingly  happy. 

If  this  statement  be  admitted,  (to  which  a  So- 
cinian  would  not  have  much  to  object)  it  will, 
I  think,  be  difficult  to  prove  that  the  death  of 
Christ  was  indispensably  requisite  to  forgiveness: 
for  if  any  thing  short  of  plenary  satisfaction  to 
divine  justice  could  be  consistently  allowed  as 
a  ground  of  pardon;  surely  it  must  be  obvious 
that  the  same  power  which  could  righteously 
dispense  with  an  adequate  recompense  for  crime, 
might,  if  such  had  been  the  divine  pleasure, 
have  fixed  on  any  other  medium  for  the  same 
purpose. 

But  if  our  blessed  Lord  would  not  have  suf- 
fered more,  had  the  number  to  be  saved  been 
much  greater  than  it  eventually  will  be,  why 
should  he  have  suffered  so  much  as  he  actuallv 
did  suffer?  For  if  the  mere  consideration  of  the 
dignity  of  his  person,  and  not  the  weight  of  his 
sufferings,  be  thought  a  sufficient  reason  for  ex- 
tending the  benefit  of  his  death  to  an  indefinite 
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number;  the  least  possible  degree  of  suffering 
would,  according  lo  this  notion,  have  answered 
the  same  end.  But  surely  He  who  is  infinitely- 
wise  and  infinitely  good:  and  who  doth  not 
<  afflict  willingly,  nor  grieve  the  children  of  men,' 
would  not  withoui  necessity  have  inflicted  on  his 
own  Son  such  bitter  and  unparalleled  sufferings 
as  he  evidently  underwent.  For,  as  M'Laurin 
remarks,  i  infinite  justice  will  never  inflict  the 
least  degrees  of  undeserved  punishment.5  Yet 
though  he  had  done  no  violence,  neither  was 
any  deceit  in  his  mouth,  '  it  pleased  the  Lord  to 
bruise  him;  he  hath  put  him  to  grief.'  Allow, 
with  the  inspired  writers,  that  he  was  made  sin 
for  us — that  the  Lord  hath  laid  on  him  the  ini- 
quity of  us  all — that  he  was  wounded  for  our 
transgressions,  and  bruised  for  our  iniquities — 
that  he  redeemed  us  from  the  curse  of  the  Law, 
being  made  a  curse  for  us;  and  there  will  ap- 
pear ample  ground  for  all  he  suffered;  nor  shall 
we  wonder  at  the  dread  commission.  <  Awake, 
O  sword,  against  my  Shepherd,  and  against  the 
man  that  is  my  fellow,  saith  the  Lord  of  hosts: 
smite  the  shepherd,  and  the  sheep  shall  be  scat- 
tered.' 
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1  With  respect  to  the  degree  of  intensity  in 
the  sufferings  of  Jesus/  says  Dr.  Pye  Smith,  *  it 
could  not  have  been  less  than  it  actually  was,  or 
assuredly  it  would  have  been.  When  the  righ- 
teous Father  was  pleased  to  crush  him  with  that 
dreadful  and  fatal  stroke,  he  still  ceased  not  to 
delight  in  the  Son  of  his  love.  One  shade  of 
grief  would  not  have  passed  over  his  soul,  which 
infinite  holiness  and  wisdom  did  not  perceive  to 
be  necessary.' 

Our  blessed  Lord  himself  hath  told  us, i  That 
he  came  into  the  world  to  do  the  will  of  his 
Father;'  one  branch  of  which  was,  *  That  he 
should  give  eternal  life  to  as  many  as  he  had 
given  him.'  These  were  the  sheep  for  whom 
he  laid  down  his  life,  and  concerning  whom  he 
said,  *  They  shall  never  perish.'  But  that  num- 
bers of  our  apostate  race  do  perish,  is  evident  be- 
yond contradiction;  we  are  therefore  compelled 
from  his  own  testimony  to  believe  that  he  never 
laid  down  his  life  for  them:  and  if  he  never  laid 
down  his  life  for  them,  how  could  he  suffer  for 
them?  The  righteous  God,  as  Mr.  Hurrion  ex- 
presses it,  <  did  not  lay  upon  his  own  Son  more 
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than  was  right;  he  did  not  spare  him,  or  abate 
him  any  thing,  nor  did  he  inflict  more  punish- 
ment upon  him  than  sin  deserved.' 

That  the  death  of  Christ  was  a  death  of  unex- 
ampled sufferings  cannot  be  doubted;  but  they 
were  sufferings  to  which  he  became  liable  as  a 
surety,  and  to  which,  in  virtue  of  his  own  volun- 
tary engagement,  he  was  righteously  adjudged  by 
the  lawand  justice  of  God.  The  persons  for  whom 
he  died,  were  redeemed  from  the  curse  of  the  law 
by  his  being  made  a  curse  for  them.  The  puni« 
tory  sanction,  with  reference  to  them,  had  its  full 
accomplishment  in  his  expiatory  sufferings  and 
death;  but  surely  this  cannot  be  said  concerning 
those  who  suffer  that  curse  in  their  own  persons. 

That  there  may  be  advocates  for  the  doctrine 
of  election — of  substitution — of  imputation,  and 
other  important  truths  connected  with  them,  who 
think  that  our  Lord's  sufferings  would  not  have 
been  more  intense  had  the  number  of  his  elect 
been  much  greater,  I  have  no  intention  to  deny; 
but  to  show  that  such  a  notion  has  any  relation 
to  those  fundamental  articles  of  the  christian 
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Faith  would  be  an  arduous  task — it  claims  affi- 
nity, not  with  particular,  but  with  general  re- 
demption; nor  do  I  think  the  legitimacy  of  this 
claim  can  be  easily  refuted. 

As  is  the  sin,  so  must  be  the  suffering  to  pro- 
pitiate. If  enough  have  been  endured  for  the 
redemption  of  all  men,  nothing  has  been  en- 
dured exclusively  for  some:  our  blessed  Lord 
must  therefore  have  suffered  for  the  world  for 
which  wre  are  told  he  did  not  pray;  which  was 
never  given  to  him  by  the  Father:  and  yet, 
though  the  payment  be  general  and  ample,  it 
is  in  numberless  instances  a  ransom  without  re- 
lease: the  surety  and  the  sinner  suffer  for  the 
same  crime;  but  how  such  a  procedure  can  be 
made  to  harmonize  with  the  wisdom,  the  justice, 
and  the  goodness  of  God,  has  never  yet  been 
told.  If  the  sufferings  of  our  blessed  Lord  were 
not  regulated  by  the  number  to  be  saved,  I 
think  particular  redemption,  and  the  doctrines 
connected  with  it,  cannot  be  successfully  de- 
fended. 

That  the  substitutionary  sufferings  of  Christ 
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were  of  infinite  value  is  readily  allowed;  and  so 
they  would  have  been  had  he  expired  on  the 
cross  for  the  redemption  of  one  sinner  only. 
Every  sin,  objectively  considered,  has  infinite 
demerit;  and  therefore  he  that  shall  sustain  the 
penalty  with  a  view  to  rescue  the  offender  from 
perdition,  must  pay  a  price  equal  to  the  guilt. 
But  surely  it  cannot  be  imagined  that,  in  saving 
one  sinner,  the  sufferings  of  our  Lord  would 
have  been  equally  intense  with  those  he  actually 
underwent  in  redeeming  the  many  millions  that 
shall  finally  be  saved;  nor  that  they  would  have 
corresponded  with  the  very  affecting  account 
the  scriptures  give  of  his  agony  in  the  Garden, 
and  of  his  excruciating  anguish  on  the  cross! 

If  this  be  granted,  as  I  think  it  must,  it  follows 
of  course,  that  the  augmentation  of  these  suffer- 
ings must  have  arisen  from  an  accession  of  more 
guilt  than  could  have  been  charged  on  any  single 
delinquent;  for  the  punishment  cannot  in  justice 
exceed  the  crime  for  which  it  is  inflicted;  and 
if,  for  the  redemption  of  more  souls  than  one, 
a  greater  degree  of  punishment  was  requisite, 
these  sufferings  must  necessarily  have  increased 
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in  exactly  the  same  ratio  with  the  numbers  to 

be  saved. 

I 

We  little  know,  says  Bishop  Brown,  i  What 
the  weight  of  the  divine  anger  is:  should  it 
exert  itself  against  any  one  of  us  for  the  least 
of  our  sins,  who  could  bear  it?  and  what  then 
must  the  weight  of  that  anger  be,  which  was 
laid  on  the  sins  of  the  whole  world,  when  the 
wrath  of  God  was  to  display  itself  all  at  once, 
in  one  single  person,  for  all  the  wickedness  of 
the  whole  race  of  Adam?  Especially  if  we  con- 
ceive that  the  sufferings  of  Christ  were  to  bear 
a  proportion  to  the  punishment  and  misery  con- 
sequent to  the  guilt  and  demerit  of  all  mankind.' 
His  Lordship's  views,  as  to  the  extent  of  re- 
demption, are,  you  will  perceive,  not  in  unison 
with  mine:  I  quote  him  merely  to  show  that, 
with  reference  to  the  quantum  of  suffering,  his 
observations  are  grounded  on  the  principle  on 
which  I  reason. 

<  It  is  reasonable  to  suppose,  says  Mr,  Law- 
rence Butterworth,  that  the  redemption  price 
paid  should  bear    an  exact  proportion  to    the 
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number  of  persons  redeemed,  and  to  the  guilt 
and  punishment  from  which  they  are  redeemed; 
or  else  it  cannot  be  considered  as  a  legal  re* 
demption.  Redemption  is  either  valid  or  in- 
valid: if  it  be  valid,  then  it  will  answer  for  the 
persons  redeemed  by  it  to  their  deliverance  from 
curse  and  condemnation:  or  else  divine  justice 
might  be  charged  with  injustice  in  exacting  a 
debt  first  from  the  surety,  and  then  from  the 
principal.  A  conduct  of  this  nature,  in  com- 
mon life,  would  be  looked  upon  as  cruel  and 
unjust;  but  shall  not  the  judge  of  all  the  earth 
do  right?  If  it  be  invalid,  then  it  will  answer  no 
good  end  to  any  one,  and  must  be  in  vain.' 

The  completeness  of  Christ's  satisfaction,  ob- 
serves Dr.  Bates,  is  <  grounded  on  the  degrees 
of  his  sufferings.  There  was  no  defect  in  the 
payment  he  made.  We  owed  a  debt  of  blood  to 
the  law,  and  his  life  was  offered  up  as  a  sacri- 
fice: otherwise  the  law  had  remained  in  its  full 
vigour,  and  justice  had  been  unsatisfied.  That 
a  divine  person  hath  suffered  our  punishment, 
is  properly  the  reason  of  our  redemption.  As 
it  is  not  the  quality  of  the  surety  that  releases 
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the  debtor  from  prison,  but  the  payment  which 
he  makes  in  his  name/ 


That  there  will  be  degrees  of  punishment  in 
the  future  world  is  allowed  on  all  hands.  Every 
man  will  be  rewarded  according  to  his  works. 
For,  as  Bishop  Hopkins  justly  remarks, '  though 
all  sins  are  not  alike  heinous,  nor  shall  be  equally 
punished,  yet  they  are  alike  mortal  and  con- 
demned by  the  law/  He  that  suffers  most,  must 
therefore  be  considered  as  having  contracted  a 
larger  degree  of  guilt  than  the  man  who  suffers 
less.  This  is  strictly  conformable  to  the  rules  of 
distributive  justice.  Now  for  these  different  de- 
grees of  punishment  how  can  we  account,  but 
on  the  supposition  that  the  infinitely  wise  God, 
who  alone  is  competent  to  estimate  the  turpitude 
of  moral  evil,  will,  in  his  righteous  judgment, 
apportion  the  sufferings  of  the  .sinner  to  the  de- 
merit of  his  crime.  On  this  subject,  however, 
there  is  no  need  to  speak  hypothetically:  that 
every  work  will  be  brought  into  judgment,  and 
every  transgression  and  disobedience  receive  a 
just  recompense  of  reward,  is  the  language  of 
scripture. 
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Men  dught  to  consider,  says  Bishop  Reynolds, 
<That  there  is  a  torrent  of  curses,  a  sea  of 
death,  a  reign  of  condemnation,  a  hell  of  sin 
within,  and  a  hell  of  torments  without,  between 
them  and  their  salvation;  and  there  is  no  drop 
of  that  sea,  no  scruple  of  that  curse,  no  tittle  of 
that  law,  which  must  not  all  be  either  fulfilled  or 
endured. — Surely  'tis  no  derogation  to  the  dig- 
nity of  Christ's  Person,  but  on  the  other  side, 
a  great  magnifying  of  the  justice  of  God  against 
sin,  of  the  power  of  Christ  against  the  law,  and 
of  the  mercy  of  them  both  towards  sinners,  to 
affirm  that  the  sufferings  of  Christ,  whatever 
they  were  in  the  kind  of  them,  were  yet  in  their 
weight  and  pressure,  equally  grievous  with  those 
which  we  should  have  suffered;  for  being  in  all 
things,  save  sin,  like  unto  us,  and  most  of  all 
in  his  liableness  to  the  curse  of  the  law,  why  he 
should  not  be  obnoxious  to  as  great  extremities 
of  pain,  I  see  no  reason;  for  no  degree  of  mere 
anguish  and  dolor  can  be  unfitting  the  person  of 
him  who  was  to  be  known  by  that  title,  A  man 
of  sorrows.' 

That  the  whole  world  is  become  guilty  before 
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Cod,  is  a  lamentable  fact;  but  that  all  are  guilty 
in  the  same  degree,  and  deserving  of  the  same 
punishment,  cannot  be  reasonably  imagined. 
Some  persons  are  comparatively  moral,  and 
others  infamously  vitious.  Between  the  moral 
conduct  of  Daniel  and  Manasseh  there  is  a  glar- 
ing and  a  very  shocking  distinction;  and  had 
they  been  left  to  perish  in  their  sins,  their  suf- 
ferings would  have  been  undoubtedly  dissimilar. 

Now,  in  this  case,  what  is  punishment  but  the 
infliction  of  the  curse  of  the  law  for  the  violation 
of  its  precepts?  and  if  the  law  could  righteously 
inflict  on  the  person  of  Manasseh  a  degree  of 
punishment  proportioned  to  his  guilt,  ('  for  with- 
out a  proportion  between  the  guilt  and  the  pu- 
nishment justice  is  not  satisfied')  the  substitute 
of  Manasseh  must  bear  the  same  punishment,  or 
how  could  he  be  said  to  suffer  in  his  stead — to 
bear  his  sins  in  his  own  body  on  the  tree — to  be 
made  sin,  and  a  curse  for  him — to  be  wounded 
for  his  transgressions  and  bruised  for  his  ini- 
quities, if  he  did  not  bear  that  curse  which  the 
divine  law  could  not  but  have  inflicted  on  Ma- 
nasseh, had  he  suffered  in  his  own  person? 
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But  of  Christ  it  is  said,  That  he  purchased  the 
church  with  his  own  blood—that  he  suffered  the 
just  for  the  unjust — that  the  chastisement  of  our 
peace  was  upon  him,  and  with  his  stripes  we  are 
healed. 

If  therefore  a  thousand  delinquents,  involved 
in  different  degrees  of  guilt,  are  justly  liable  to 
suffer  in  their  own  persons  the  punishment  due 
to  their  various  enormities;  surely  it  must  be 
self-evident,  that  if  the  guilt  of  these  enormities 
be  laid  upon  Christ  as  their  substitute,  and  he 
suffer  in  their  stead,  he  must  bear  the  same  pu- 
nishment. If  this  be  denied,  and  it  be  allowed 
that  the  Lord  laid  on  him  the  iniquity  of  those 
delinquents,  the  law  of  God  must  have  relaxed 
in  the  infliction  of  its  curse,  which,  as  a  moral 
institute,  was  impossible.  The  sanction  of  the 
law  is  as  irreversible  as  the  law  itself,  and  it  is 
evident,  from  the  different  degrees  of  punish- 
ment inflicted  on  the  wicked,  that  suffering  is 
always  proportioned  to  crime.  If,  then,  the 
sanction  of  the  law  were  not  relaxed,  how  came 
Christ  to  suffer  less  than  could  have  been  right- 
eously inflicted  on  the  sinners  themselves? 

D  2 
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Christ  was  made  under  the  law,  and)  as  MlTo 
Eyre  in  his  treatise  on  justification  has  well 
observed,  'Was  held  in  the  same  obligation 
which  we  were  under — he  paid  the  same  debt 
that  we  did  owe — the  curse,  or  punishment 
which  we  deserved,  was  inflicted  upon  him — the 
whole  wages,  or  curse,  that  is  due  to  sin,  is 
death;  and  this  death  he  underwent  for  us.'  To 
say  therefore  that  the  compassionate  Redeemer 
suffered  less  than  the  delinquents  who  are  re- 
deemed would  themselves  have  suffered,  is  not 
to  magnify  the  riches  of  his  dying  love  nor  to 
honour  his  atonement:  and  to  say  that  these 
sufferings  are  sufficient  for  the  redemption  of 
ten  times  the  number,  is  to  confound  all  our 
ideas  of  distributive  justice,  and  has,  besides,  a 
tendency  to  lessen  the  obligation  and  the  grati- 
tude of  those  who  have  just  reason  to  consider 
themselves  objects  of  his  mercy. 

My  obligation  to  him  that  shall  forgive  me  a 
debt  of  ten  thousand  talents,  is  undoubtedly 
much  greater  than  it  would  have  been  had  he 
forgiven  me  Lut  one.  'The  greater  the  sin  of 
the  elect  was,5  says  Professor  Durham, i  the  more 
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Christ  suffered;  the  greater  their  debt  was,  the 
more  he  paid;  and  their  obligation  is  the  greater 
to  him;  and  they  ought  the  more  to  love  him 
and  their  duty  for  his  sake.'  To  inculcate  there- 
fore that,  in  paying  this  debt  of  suffering,  as 
much  would  be  endured  in  one  case  as  in  the 
other,  is  not  the  most  direct  way  to  increase 
detestation  of  sin,  nor  to  augment  the  love  of 
him  to  whom  it  is  remitted.  He  that  has  much 
forgiven,  loveth  much.  This  divine  axiom 
shoukl  never  be  forgotten* 

If  the  sufferings  of  Christ  would  not  have 
been  greater  had  he  died  for  the  salvation  of  all 
men,  he  must  have  suffered  as  much  for  them 
that  perish,  as  for  those  who  are  saved;  and, 
consequently,  have  so  far  suffered  in  vain. 
Now,  if  this  be  the  fact,  how  is  Christ  to  see 
of  the  travail  of  his  soul,  and  be  satisfied?  Will 
the  salvation  of  a  part  of  mankind  be  considered 
as  an  equivalent  recompense  for  suffering  enough 
for  the  redemption  of  the  whole?  or  is  it  com- 
patible with  the  goodness  and  justice  of  God, 
that  any  should  perish  for  whom  the  same  price 
has  been  paid  as  for  them  that  are  saved? 
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The  wages  of  an  hireling  unjustly  detained, 
cry  in  the  ears  of  the  Lord  of  Sabaoth,  because, 
as  that  great  man,  Dr.  Thomas  Goodwin,  remarks, 
i  God's  justice  is  thereby  provoked,  and  cannot 
be  quiet  till  God  hath  avenged  it:  and  so  would 
Christ's  satisfaction  having  been  made  for  us: 
it  would  restlessly  cry  to  God,  and  not  suffer 
his  justice  to  be  quiet,  unless  we  were  par- 
doned. For  he  was  truly  and  indeed  God's 
hired  servant  in  this  work:  and  God  covenanted 
to  give  him  the  salvation  of  those  he  died  for 
as  his  wages  and  reward,  as  Jsaiah  often  repre- 
sents it,  chap.  liii.  and  elsewhere.  So  that  if 
God  be  just,  he  must  give  forth  salvation; 
otherwise  Christ's  obedience  would  cry  as  the 
work  of  an  hireling  doth  for  wages. — If  any 
one  man's  sin  satisfied  for  by  Christ,  should  be 
left  unforgiven,  God's  justice  would  lose  so  much 
glory.' 

In  opposing  the  advocates  for  general  redemp- 
tion, you,  with  other  writers,  contend  that  the 
impetration,  and  the  application  of  redemption 
are  of  equal  extent,  and  refer  to  the  same  per- 
sons; which  appears  to  me,  an  undoubted  fact. 
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To  all  those  for  whom  Christ  hath  purchased 
redemption,  says  the  Westminster  Confession, 
he  doth  certainly  and  effectually  apply  and  com- 
municate the  same:  and  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion l  For  whom  did  he  satisfy  justice?  it  is  said, 
For  the  elect  only,  and  not  for  all  mankind, 
which  is  evident  from  the  satisfaction  and  inter- 
cession of  Christ  being  of  equal  extent,  so  that 
the  one  reaches  no  further  than  the  other.'  But 
if  (as  you  insist)  the  expiatory  sufferings  of 
Christ  are  sufficient  for  the  salvation  of  all  men, 
and  all  are  not  saved;  impetration  and  applica- 
tion cannot  be  of  the  same  extent;  the  incon- 
sistency therefore  wTith  which  you  charge  your 
opponents  is,  in  this  particular,  equally  appli- 
cable to  your  own  theory.  You  must  therefore 
either  allow  that,  had  the  number  to  be  saved 
been  greater  than  it  will  be,  the  sufferings  of 
our  Lord  would  have  been  greater,  or,  that  the 
impetration  and  application  of  redemption  are 
not  of  the  same  extent. 

The  Remonstrants  tell  us,  observes  Dr.  John 
Edwards,  of  impetration  and  application,  and 
make  use  of  them  thus:  <  Christ  hath  impetratcd^ 
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that  is,  obtained  and  purchased  reconciliation 
and  pardon  of  sins  for  all  men  on  the  face  of 
the  earth;  but  this  reconciliation  and  pardon 
are  not  applied  and  appropriated  unto  them  all. 
But,  adds  the  Doctor,  this  is  a  very  weak  and 
shallow  notion;  because,  if  Christ  purchased 
reconciliation  by  his  death,  he  certainly  pur- 
chased the  application  of  it  also;  he  would 
take  care  that  the  virtue  of  it  should  be  applied 
to  all.  Accordingly  we  may  observe  that  the 
application  and  reconciliation  go  together,  Isa. 
liii.  11.  By  his  knowledge  shall  my  righteous 
servant  justify  many,  for  he  shall  bear  their  ini- 
quities. There  is  an  inseparable  connection 
between  these  two,  justifying,  and  bearing  ini- 
quities: all  those  are  actually  justified,  and 
sanctified,  and  shall  be  saved,  for  whom  Christ 
suffered  on  the  cross,  and  there  bore  their  sins 
and  iniquities.— So  our  Saviour  himself  tells  us 
that  his  sheep,  for  whom  he  laid  down  his  life, 
shall  hear  his  voice,  that  is,  certainly  believe 
in  him  and  obey  him,  John  xviii.  15.  The  apos- 
tle assures  us,  that  Christ  was  not  only  delivered 
for  our  offences,  and  thereby  purchased  recon- 
ciliation for  us,  but  was  raised  again   for  our 
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justification,  Rom.  iv.  25,  that  so  his  sufferings 
might  be  applied  to  us  by  the  actual  exercise  of 
our  faith,  whereby  we  are  justified  in  the  sight 
of  God.  Thus  we  see  that  impetration  and  ap- 
plication are  of  the  same  latitude,  and  those  that 
are  concerned  in  the  former  partake  also  of  the 
latter.  And  indeed  it  must  needs  be  so,  the  ap- 
plication necessarily  follows  the  impetration  of 
pardon  and  remission  of  sins,  because  that  is 
the  end  of  this,  and  this  is  in  order  to  that. 
For  no  other  end  and  purpose  was  reconciliation 
obtained  by  Christ,  than  that  we  might  share  in 
the  fruits  of  it.  To  assert  the  contrary,  is  as 
much  as  to  say,  Christ  died  for  all,  but  did 
not  intend  that  they  should  have  any  benefit  and 
advantage  by  his  death.  This  is  unworthy  of 
God,  and  of  his  son  Jesus,  and  therefore  we 
have  good  ground  to  believe  that  the  application 
is  to  attend  the  reconciliation,  and  that  there  is 
no  reason  to  divide  these  two.' 

Such  are  the  excellent  observations  of  this 
eminently  great  man;  but  how  to  reconcile  these 
observations  with  what  follows  in  the  same  chap- 
ter, is  no  easy  task.    4  There  is  no  doubt,   he 
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remarks,  that  Christ  died  for  all,  if  we  respect 
the  virtue  and  dignity  of  his  death.  His  pre- 
cious blood  was  the  price  that  was  paid,  and  it 
was  sufficient  to  make  expiation  for  the  sins  and 
transgressions  of  all  men.'  Now  if  his  <  precious 
blood  as  the  price,  was  sufficient  to  make  expi- 
ation for  the  sins  and  transgressions  of  all  men,5 
and  all  are  not  saved;  how  is  impetration  and 
application  of  the  same  latitude?  For  if  Christ 
i  purchased  reconciliation  by  his  death,  he  cer- 
tainly purchased  the  application  of  it  also;  and 
he  would  take  care  that  the  virtue  of  it  should 
be  applied  to  all.' — 

The  absurdity  of  universal  redemption,  he 
elsewhere  remarks,  a-ppears  from  this  conside- 
ration that,  4  if  Christ  died  and  satisfied  for  all, 
even  those  that  shall  perish,  this  would  deserv- 
edly occasion  a  reflection  on  God's  justice^  for 
if  Christ  had  made  satisfaction  for  those  whom 
he  afterwards  consigns  to  eternal  punishment, 
then  God  shows  himself  harsh  beyond  measure, 
in  exacting  two  punishments;  one  on  Christ, 
and  another  of  the  damned  for  their  sins.  If 
Christ  suffered  on  the  cross  for  them,  why  must 
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they  suffer  in  hell?  If  Christ  took  upon  him 
their  persons  when  he  suffered,  what  reason  is 
there  that  they  should  suffer  in  their  own  per* 
sons  eternal  death?  Who  sees  not  how  unac- 
countable this  is?  Besides  that,  it  nulls  the  vir- 
tue of  Christ's  satisfaction;  for  if  this  was  suf- 
ficient, what  need  is  there  for  a  satisfaction  in 
hell,  which  yet  will  be  of  no  use  and  benefit  to 
those  that  undergo  it?  These  things  shew  how 
absurd  a  doctrine  some  men  maintain,  and  that 
it  is  nothing  but  inveterate  prejudice  that  could 
have  thus  blinded  them.' 

It  will  avail  nothing  to  urge  in  reply  to  what 
I  have  said  respecting  Christ's  dying  in  vain, 
That  sinners  perish  in  virtue  of  their  own  fault, 
for,  whatever  be  the  cause  of  their  destruction, 
his  sufferings  as  to  them  have  been  in  vain.  It 
is  however  not  enough  to  say  that  this  sentiment 
is  unscriptural — it  is  a  tacit  reflection  on  the 
infinite  wisdom  and  goodness  of  God — on  his 
wisdom,  in  providing  a  mean  of  salvation  which, 
in  numberless  instances,  the  perverseness  of  man 
has  rendered  completely  nugatory — on  his  good- 
ness in  wounding  his  beloved  Son  for  transgres- 
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sions  that  are  not  to  be  forgiven,  and  afterwards 
inflicting  the  punishment  of  these  transgressions 
on  the  sinners  themselves. 

There  is  perhaps  nothing  against  which  we 
ought  more  constantly  to  watch,  because  there 
is  nothing  to  which  we  are  so  naturally  disposed, 
as  to  form  contracted  notions  of  the  turpitude  of 
moral  evil.  Sin  is  the  abominable  thing  which 
God  hateth.  Let  us  therefore  abandon  every 
idea  that  has  the  remotest  tendency  to  extenuate 
its  guilt,  to  induce  a  belief  that  the  Redeemer  of 
man  suffered  less  than  our  iniquities  deserved,  or 
that  may  lessen  the  thankfulness  of  him  who  is 
conscious  of  its  being  for  Christ's  sake  graciously 
forgiven.  Doubtless,  says  one,  the  more  suffer* 
ing  was  undergone  by  the  Mediator,  the  more 
love  appears  therein  to  the  elect.  It  holds  forth 
the  sovereignty  and  justice  of  God,  and  the  hor- 
ribleness  of  sin;  and  it  is  useful,  as  by  this 
means  God's  people  may  be  thoroughly  clear  in 
the  reality  and  worth  of  Christ's  satisfaction. 

After  all  the  affecting  representations  which 
the  scripture  gives  us  of  Christ's  sufferings,  it  is 
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strange,  says  Mr.  Rawlin,  i  That  any  should  be 
found,  who  industriously  set  themselves  to  lessen 
and  depreciate  them.  This,  indeed,  has  not  been 
always  done  upon  the  same  principles;  but  what- 
ever their  pleas  have  been,  I  cannot  but  think 
they  are  in  some  degree  guilty  of  this,  who  will 
by  no  means  allow  that  Christ  bore  the  idem,  the 
same  death,  the  same  curse  that  was  threatened 
in  the  law  as  due  to  sin,  and  to  us  for  it.  But 
surely  they  who  urge  this,  never  took  such  a  view 
as  they  might,  and  as  they  ought,  of  the  agonies 
and  sufferings  of  a  dying  Saviour;  for  what  was 
that  part  of  the  sentence  of  the  law,  that  was 
gone  out  against  sin,  which  he  did  not  submit  to? 
Only  here  we  must  distinguish  between  what  is 
essential  to  punishment  and  what  relates  to  the 
circumstances  of  it;  and  carrying  this  easy  dis- 
tinction along  with  us,  I  say,  what  was  that  part 
of  the  sentence  of  the  law,  that  was  gone  out 
against  sin,  which  he  did  not  submit  to?  Was  it 
the  primitive  threatening,  In  the  day  thuu  eatest 
thereof  thou  shalt  surely  die?  And  was  not  that 
part  of  the  sentence  executed  upon  him?  He 
tasted  death  and  became  obedient  to  it;  body 
and  soul  were  separated;  and  he  bowed  his  head; 
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and  gave  up  the  ghost.  Was  there  a  curse  lodged 
and  wrapped  up  in  the  threatening?  In  what  way- 
did  he  redeem  from  the  curse  of  the  law,  but  by- 
being  himself  made  a  curse  for  us?  Has  the  law 
any  thing  more  dreadful  in  all  its  stores  than  the 
wrath  of  God?  And  whoever  bore  this,  if  the 
blessed  Jesus  did  not?  what  infinite  Almighty- 
wrath  did  he  encounter,  when  the  Father,  the 
righteous  eternal  Judge,  awakened  his  sword 
against  him,  and  did  not  spare  his  own  Son: 
made  him  no  abatement,  deducted  nothing  from 
the  full  and  just  punishment  due  to  sin?  Well 
might  he  complain,  as  he  does  in  the  Person 
of  his  Type,  <  The  sorrows  of  death  compassed 
me,  and  the  pains  of  hell  gat  hold  upon  me/ 
Though  he  were  a  son,  yet  he  learned  obedience 
by  the  things  which  he  suffered.  Finally,  does 
the  death  which  is  threatened  in  the  law,  lie  in 
a  separation  from  the  comfortable  presence  of 
God,  and  is  this  the  death  of  death  to  be  sepa- 
rated from  the  enjoyment  of  him  who  is  the 
fountain  of  life?  we  have  heard  his  doleful  com- 
plaint, and  agonizing  cry,  <  Eli,  Eli,  Lama,  Sa- 
bacthani,  My  God,  my  God,  why  hast  thou  for- 
saken me?* 
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That  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  bore  our  sins  and 
■suffered  in  our  stead,  is  a  delightful  truth,  and 
one  of  the  most  prominent  features  of  the  gos- 
pel. To  the  conscience  that  is  burthened  with 
guilt  and  anxious  for  pardon,  these  are  tidings 
of  great  joy — tidings  adapted  to  the  wretched- 
ness of  man — that  dissipate  the  gloom  of  doubt 
j — that  open  prospects  of  forgiveness  compatible 
with  justice,  and  administer  to  the  trembling 
delinquent  seasonable  and  effectual  relief.  i  I  be- 
lieve, says  the  excellent  Hervey,  that  Jesus 
Christ,  the  incarnate  God,  is  my  Saviour— that 
he  has  done  all  that  I  was  bound  to  perform, — 
and  suffered  all  that  I  was  condemned  to  sustain; 
and  so  has  procured  a  full,  final,  and  everlasting 
salvation  for  a  poor  damnable  sinner/ 

But  if  the  fact  be  otherwise — if  our  sin  and 
its  guilt  were  not  transferred  to  this  adorable 
substitute;  if  he  were  not  made  sin  and  a  curse 
for  us,  and  did  not  suffer  in  our  stead;  the 
scriptures  lead  us  to  believe  and  to  rejoice  in 
what  is  not  literally  true.  For  how  can  I  look 
to  him  whom  my  sins  have  pierced,  and  mourn; 
if  he  to  whom  I  look  were  not  wounded  for  my 
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transgressions  and  bruised  for  my  iniquities — if 
he  have  not  redeemed  me  from  the  curse  of  the 
law  by  being  made  a  curse  for  me? 

The  way  in  which  Christ  was  to  justify  many, 
was  by  bearing  their  iniquities:  but  if  he  did  not 
endure  in  a  way  of  punishment  all  that  these 
iniquities  deserved,  with  what  propriety  can  his 
bearing  them  be  assigned  as  a  ground  of  justifi- 
cation? Sin  is  sin  wherever  it  is  found-— whether 
on  the  sinner  himself,  or  on  his  substitute.  Its 
being  transmitted  to  the  substitute  does  not 
lessen  its  malignity,  nor  render  punishment  less 
necessary.  The  sanction  of  the  divine  law  is 
irreversible;  it  will  have  its  course.  Punishment, 
in  either  case,  is  not  an  act  of  sovereignty  but  of 
justice;  what  the  ever  blessed  God,  as  Rector  of 
the  world,  cannot  but  inflict;  and  it  is  in  the 
infliction  of  this  punishment  on  Christ,  as  the 
substitute  of  sinners,  that  he  is  manifested  to  be 
the  just  God  and  the  Saviour. 

<  When  Jesus  became  the  surety  of  his  people, 
he  engaged,  says  Mr.  Archibald  Hall,  to  fulfil  all 
righteousness  in  their  stead,  and  to  make  an  ade- 
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quate  satisfaction  "for  all  their  transgressions.  He 
did  not  undertake  to  see  their  debt  paid,  and 
satisfaction  made,  by  some  means  or  other;  as 
bondsmen  commonly  bind  themselves  for  their 
friends  in  joint  securities,  in  order  to  strengthen 
their  credit;  always  presuming  that  these  bonds 
will  be  discharged,  in  whole,  or  in  the  greatest 
part,  by  the  debtors  themselve^.  No;  he  took 
the  whole  debt,  and  the  whole  guilt,  of  his  lost 
sheep  upon  himself  alone.  On  this  ground,  he 
became  a  debtor  to  do  the  whole  law,  and  to 
fulfil  all  that  righteousness  it  could  demand  from 
them,  both  as  they  were  reasonable  creatures, 
and  as  they  were  become  obnoxious  criminals. 
Hence  their  iniquity  itself  was  laid  upon  him, 
by  God  the  judge  of  all;  and  he  was  regarded 
by  his  holy  Father,  as  justly  chargeable  with  all 
their  iniquity  and  transgression  and  sin:  not  that 
he  perpetrated  the  criminal  facts,  but  only  be- 
came responsible  at  the  bar  of  God  for  the  ma- 
lignity and  guilt  of  their  old  man,  and  of  all  its 
ungodly  deeds.  These  were  set  to  his  account  in 
law  reckoning,  and  laid  upon  him  as  their  Repre- 
sentative. A  consideration  which  at  once  clears 
the  Son  of  God  from  being  deemed  a  personal 
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transgressor  of  the  law,  and  vindicates  the  justice 
of  the  Lord  in  bruising  him,  and  making  his  soul 
an  offering  for  sin/ 

<  Though  innumerable  multitudes  of  rebels 
are  pardoned,  says  President  Davis,  yet  not 
one  of  them  is  pardoned  until  their  rebellion  is 
punished  according  to  its  demerit  in  the  person 
of  the  Surety.  The  precept  of  the  law  which 
they  had  broken  was  perfectly  obeyed;  the  pe« 
nalty  which  they  had  incurred  was  fully  endured, 
not  by  themselves  indeed,  but  by  one  that  pre- 
sented himself  in  their  place:  so  that  the  law  is 
magnified  and  made  honourable,  and  the  rights 
of  government  are  preserved  sacred  and  invio- 
lable, and  yet  the  prisoners  of  Justice  are  set 
free,  and  advanced  to  the  highest  honours  and 
blessedness.5 

It  was  my  intention  to  have  made  a  few  re- 
marks on  what  has  been  denominated,  The  redun- 
dancy of  Christ's  merit;  but  as  I  have  already 
exceeded  the  limits  I  at  first  intended,  these  re- 
marks must  be  d-eferred  to  another  opportunity, 

I  am  sincerely  yours. 
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LETTER  II. 


See  God  descending-  in  tby  human  frame, 
The  offended  suffering  in  the  offender's  name; 
All  thy  misdeeds  to  him  imputed  see, 
And  all  his  righteousness  devolr'd  on  thee. 

DUYDEN, 


Agreeably  to  my  promise,  I  sit  down  to 
transmit  you  my  thoughts  on  the  subject  men- 
tioned in  my  last. — I  know  it  has  been  said,  That 
though  our  blessed  Lord  died  intentionally  for 
the  elect  only,  there  is  nevertheless  a  redun- 
dancy of  merit  in  his  death  sufficient  for  the 
redemption  of  all  men.  This  I  considered  as  a 
mistake. 

That  our  divine  Jesus  could  have  redeemed 
ten  thousand  worlds,  if,  in  the  everlasting  cove- 
nant, he  had  been  constituted  the  federal  head, 
and  had  become  the  surety  of  these  worlds,  is 
cheerfully  granted.  But  circumstanced  as  things 
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now  are,  and  ever  have  been,  by  the  determinate 
counsel  of  heaven;  his  precious  blood,  as  an 
atonement,  can  be  of  no  avail,  it  is  presumed, 
except  for  those  persons  who  were  given  to  him 
by  the  Father;  for  whom  he  voluntarily  laid 
down  his  life,  and  concerning  whom  he  will  say 
at  the  last  day,  i  Here  am  I,  and  the  children 
which  thou  hast  given  me!' 

<  Redemption  by  Jesus  Christ,  says  the  vene- 
rable Booth,  cannot,  I  conceive,  be  justly  consi- 
dered as  either  more  or  less  extensive  than  his 
voluntary  substitution;  or  than  the  number  of 
persons  for  whom  he  performed  that  vicarious 
work  which  was  finished  on  the  cross.  If,  in  his 
perfect  obedience  and  penal  death,  he  acted  and 
suffered  as  the  substitute  of  all  mankind,  they 
are  all  redeemed:  but  if,  as  the  representative 
of  the  elect  only,  redemption  must  be  considered 
as  exclusively  theirs.  For,  to  imagine  that  the 
death  of  Christ,  as  the  price  of  deliverance 
from  the  curse  of  the  law,  redeemed  any  for 
whom,  as  a-  substitute,  he  did  not  suffer;  and 
to  suppose  that  any  of  those  for  whom,  as  a 
surety,  he  sustained  the  penalty  of  death,  are 
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not  redeemed;    seem   equally  indefensible  and 
absurd. 

1  While  cheerfully  admitting  the  sufficiency  of 
ImmanueTs  death  to  have  redeemed  all  man- 
kind, had  all  the  sins  of  the  whole  human  spe- 
cies been  equally  imputed  to  him;  and  had  he, 
as  the  Universal  Representative,  sustained  that 
curse  of  the  law  which  was  due  to  all  mankind; 
yet  we  cannot  perceive  any  solid  reason  to  con- 
clude that  his  propitiatory  sufferings  are  suffi- 
cient for  the  expiation  of  sins  which  he  did  not 
bear,  or  for  the  redemption  of  sinners  whom  he 
did  not  represent,  as  a  sponsor,  when  he  ex- 
pired on  the  cross.  For  the  substitution  of 
Christ,  and  the  imputation  of  sin  to  him,  are 
essential  to  the  scriptural  doctrine  of  redemption 
by  our  adorable  Jesus.- — We  may,  therefore, 
safely  conclude,  that  our  Lord's  voluntary  sub- 
stitution, and  redemption  by  his  vicarious  death, 
are  both  of  them  limited  to  those  for  whom  he 
was  made  sin — for  whom  he  was  made  a  curse — 
and  for  whose  deliverance  from  final  ruin,  he 
actually  paid  the  price  of  his  own  blood.  Con- 
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sequently,  redemption  is  particular,  and  peculiar 
to  the  chosen  of  God/ 

But  how,  if  may  be  asked,  is  the  redundancy 
of  merit  of  which  you  speak  to  arise?  For,  if 
what  the  learned  Witsius  says  be  true,  {  That 
Christ,  according  to  the  will  of  God  the  Father, 
and  his  own  purpose,  did  neither  engage  nor  sa- 
tisfy, and  consequently  in  no  manner  die,  but 
only  for  those,  and  those  alone,  whom  the  Father 
gave  him,  and  who  are  actually  saved;*  from 
whence  are  we  to  look  for  this  superabundance 
of  merit? 

So  far  from  there  being  a  redundancy  of  merit 
connected  with  the  atonement  of  Christ,  suf- 
ficient for  the  redemption  of  all  men;  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  famous  Zanchius,  the  want 
of  it  renders  the  condemnation  of  the  non-elect 
indispensably  requisite.  How,  he  asks,  *  can  it 
possibly  be  subversive  of  the  justice  of  God  to 
condemn,  and  resolve  to  condemn,  the  non-elect 
for  their  sins;  when  those  very  sins  were  not 
atoned  for  by  Christ,  as  the  sins   of  the  elect 
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were?  His  justice,  in  this  case,  is  so  far  from 
hindering  the  condemnation  of  the  reprobate; 
that  it  renders  it  necessary  and  indispensable/ 

<  From  an  exceeding  desire  to  exclude  all  con- 
sideration  of  the  satisfaction  of  Christ  entirely, 
in  the  matter  of  inflicting  punishment  for  sins, 
Socinus  stumbled,  says  Dr.  Owen,  against  this 
stone:  for  God  most  certainly  will  finally  punish 
the  impenitent  to  all  eternity,  because  he  is  just, 
and  because  there  is  no  sacrifice  for  their  sins: 
nor  is  it  less  true,  that  God  casts  out  and  de- 
stroys many  who  are  strangers  to  the  covenant 
of  grace,  not  waiting  for  their  repentance;  but 
that  he  effectually  leads  others  to  repentance; 
not  because  he  exerciseth  a  two-fold  justice,  but 
because  his  justice  hath  been  satisfied  for  the 
sins  of  the  latter  by  Christ,  whereas  it  is  not  so 
with  regard  to  the  former.' 

But  I  would  again  ask,  How  is  this  redun- 
dancy of  merit  to  arise?  If  to  be  interested  in 
the  death  of  Christ)  I  must  be  constituted  a 
member  of  his  mystical  body  the  Church;  and 
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he  become  my  covenant  head — my  surety — my 
substitute. — If  my  sins  must  be  imputed  to  him, 
and  his  righteousness  imputed  to  me  for  my  jus- 
tification before  God;  others,  to  be  interested 
in  the  same  blessing,  must  surely  stand  in  the 
same  relation!  Because  whatever  is  necessary  for 
the  salvation  of  one  man,  is  undoubtedly  neces- 
sary for  the  salvation  of  every  other  man  in  the 
same  circumstances.  What  the  benevolent  Jesus 
graciously  underwent  for  me  in  the  character  of 
a^Saviour,  can  never  be  available  for  the  salvation 
of  those  persons  for  whom  he  never  sustained 
that  character — wbo  were  never  members  of  his 
mystical  body — for  whom  he  never  became  a 
surety — whose  sins  he  never  bore,  and  whom  he 
never  intended  to  save. 

Our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  says  Mr.  Boston,  'died 
not  for,  nor  took  upon  him  the  sins  of  all  and 
every  individual  man;  but  he  died  for  and  took 
upon  him  the  sins  of  all  the  elect, — the  Father 
laid  on  Christ  the  iniquities  of  all  the  spiritual 
Israel  of  God,  of  all  nations,  ranks,  and  condi- 
tions: for  no  iniquities  could  be  laid  on  him  but 
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theirs  in  whose  room  and  place  he  sisted  himself 
to  receive  the  burden,  according  to  the  eternal 
and  mutual  agreement!' 

It  has  been  said,  That  it  detracts  from  the  re- 
demption of  Christ  thus  to  limit  its  extent.  If 
this  remark  have  any  force,  it  is  equally  applica- 
ble to  the  mercy  of  God,  of  which  thousands 
never  heard,  and  of  which,  in  a  way  of  pardon, 
they  will  never  participate.  Eut  will  any  man 
be  hardy  enough  to  assert  that  it  detracts  from 
*his  mercy  to  suppose  that  it  is  not  alike  con- 
ferred on  every  individual  of  our  apostate  race? 
Is  it  not  lawful  for  God  to  do  what  he  will 
with  his  own? — Who  hath  first  given  to  him,  and 
it  shall  be  recompensed  unto  him  again?  For  of 
him,  and  through  him,  and  to  him,  are  all  things? 
to  whom  be  glory  for  ever,  Amen. 

A  moment's  consideration  will,  it  is  presumed, 
evince  the  fallacy  of  the  above  trite  objection. 
Can  it  detract  from  any  mean  to  say,  That 
it  completely  answers  the  end  for  which  it 
was  appointed?  The  detraction  will  rest  with 
him  who  shall  assert,  That  provision  is  made 
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for  the  salvation  of  all,  when  all  are  not  savetL 
That  which  eventually  procures  no  release  for 
its  captives;  which  finds  and  leaves  them  vas- 
sals of  corruption,  is  not  redemption;  to  seek 
therefore  to  magnify  its  importance  by  con- 
tending for  its  unlimited  extent,  when  the 
beneficial  effects  are  neither  realized  by  the 
Redeemer  nor  the  redeemed,  is  not  to  extol  but 
to  depreciate  redemption,  and  to  dishonour  him 
fey  whom  it  is  said  to  be  effected. 

Our  blessed  Lord,  when  referring  to  this  im* 
portant  subject,  bore  a  very  different  testimony, 
This  is  my  blood  of  the  New  Testament,  said 
fhe  adorable  Redeemer,  which  is  shed  for  many 
for  the  remission  of  sin — the  Son  of  man  came 
not  to  be  ministered  unto,  but  to  minister,  and 
to  give  his  life  a  ransom  for  many — I  am  the 
good  shepherd — I  lay  down  my  life  for  the 
sheep — I  give  unto  them  eternal  life,  and  they 
shall  never  perish,  neither  shall  any  man  pluck 
them  out  of  my  hand.  According  to  the  evi- 
dence of  this  competent  witness,  the  redemption 
of  these  sheep  is  complete;  their  emancipation 
from  the  power  and  dominion  of  sin  is  infallibly 
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secured,  and  if  Truth  itself  may  be   credited, 
-where  He  is,  there  shall  they  be  also. 

As  descendants  of  Adam,  our  federal  head  and 
representative,  we  are  involved  in  his  guilt  and 
obnoxious  to  punishment:  so  it  is  in  virtue  of 
our  federal  relation  to  Christ,  the  second  Adam, 
that  we  become  interested  in  all  that  he  did  and 
in  all  that  he  suffered  as'lhe  Church's  substitute. 
This  mysterious  union  of  Christ  and  believers  is, 
says  that  eminent  servant  of  God,  Archbishop 
Leighton,.'  that  whereon  both  their  justification 
and  sanctification  and  the  whole  frame  of  their 
salvation  and  happiness  depend,  and  in  this  par- 
ticular view  the  Apostle  insists  on  it,  speaking  of 
Christ  and  believers  as  one  in  his  death  and 
resurrection,  crucified  with  him,  dead  with  him, 
buried  with  him,  and  risen  with  him/  To  the 
same  purpose  are  the  remarks  of  the  pious  Dor- 
ney,  when  speaking  of  this  union.  Christ  and 
the  elect  are  so  united,  'That  what  he  did  for 
them  was  reckoned  by  justice  itself,  account- 
able to  the  behoof  and  concernment  of  each 
elected  person,  as  much  as  if  every  one  of  them 
had  completely  satisfied  justice   in  their  ovva 

f  2 
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persons/  It  is  such  an  union,  observes  Dr.  Pye 
Smith,  as  forms  i  a  ground,  in  the  reason  of 
things,  in  the  feelings  and  common  estimation  of 
men,  and  in  the  appointment  of  God  for  that 
reciprocal  proprietorship,  which  is  in  scripture 
so  emphatically  called,  his  being  made,  or  consti- 
tuted,  sin   for  us,   that  we  might  be  made  the 

righteousness  of  God  in  him. Thus  it  appears 

that  there  is  such  an  intercommunity  of  relation 
between  the  Saviour  and  his  redeemed  as  forms 
a  just  reason  for  regarding  them  as  one,  in  a 
federal  and  legal  sense — and  that  the  fact  of  this 
union,  when  reduced  to  practical  and  personal 
application,  secures  the  existence  of  genuine 
holiness  and  virtue.' 

But  to  say  that  a  sinner  can  be  saved  by 
Christ  to  whom  he  never  stood  thus  related, 
appears  to  me  an  inexplicable  mystery.  <  To 
suppose  that  Christ  is  given  to  any  who  reap  no 
saving  benefit  from  him,  is,  as  Mr.  Mac  Lean 
justly  remarks,  not  very  honourable  to  the  Sa- 
viour. God  gives  his  Son  to  none  but  those  to 
whom  he  also  with  him  freely  giveth  allthings, 
abundance  of  grace,  the  gift  of  righteousness, 
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and  eternal  life;  for  he  that  hath  the   Son  hath 
life/ 

The  transmission  of  sin  from  the  sinner  tx> 
Christ,  is  a  doctrine  so  frequently  inculcated  by- 
Jewish  rites,  by  prophets,  and  apostles,  that 
there  can  I  think  be  no  doubt  respecting  either 
its  certainty  or  its  importance.  So  important 
indeed  is  it,  that  without  it  there  is  no  remission. 
Now  as  this  doctrine  is  inseparably  connected 
with  redemption,  it  is  natural  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther the  sins  of  every  individual  of  mankind 
were  imputed  to  Christ,  or  the  sins  of  a  part 
only?  If  the  sins  of  every  individual,  then  he 
suffered  the  curse  of  the  law  for  every  indivi- 
dual, and  redemption  is  general;  but  if  the 
sins  of  a  part  only,  redemption  must  of  course 
be  particular,  because  our  blessed  Lord  could 
not  expiate  the  sin  which  he  never  bore. 

Such,  it  has  been  said,  was  the  preciousness  of 
the  blood  of  Christ,  that  one  drop  would  have 
been  sufficient  for  the  redemption  of  the  world. 
But  for  this  notion  there  is  no  scriptural  warrant. 
It  is  incompatible  with  the  honour  of  divine  jus- 
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tice  in  the  infliction  of  punishment  on  Christ  * 
the  unparalleled  sufferings  he  underwent  are  re- 
presented by  the  inspired  writers,  and  by  our 
Lord  himself,  as  inexpressibly  great;  even  to 
amazement!  It  is  utterly  irreconcileable  with  the 
astonishing  effects  produced  by  his  agony  in  the 
garden,  when  his  sweat  was  as  it  were  great  drops 
of  blood  falling  down  to  the  ground. 

But  were  the  truth  of  this  strange  remark  ad- 
mitted, of  what  use  can  it  be  to  him  who  shall 
contend  for  a  redundancy  of  merit  in  the  death 
of  Christ?  For  had  our  blessed  Lord  suffered  ten 
thousand  deaths  without  federal  relation  to  man- 
kind, the  blood  he  shed  would  have  been  equally 
precious;  yet  it  would  not  have  been  available 
for  the  redemption  of  a  single  individual.  In  this 
case  he  could  not  have  acted  as  a  Surety — as  the 
Substitute  of  Sinners:  he  could  have  discharged 
no  guilt,  because  he  had  none  of  his  own;  and 
ours,  according  to  the  hypothesis  in  question, 
was  not  laid  upon  him;  he  could  therefore 
make  no  atonement,  he  could  pay  no  price  to 
divine  Justice,  and  of  course  effect  no  redemp- 
tion. 
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That  there  can  be  no  expiation  of  sin  where 
there  is  none,  is  a  self-evident  truth.  Our  blessed 
Lord,  who  was  himself  without  spot,  could  there- 
fore make  no  expiation  of  that  which  he  never 
had.  If  expiation  be  made,  sin  must  have  been 
imputed  to  him,  which  I  consider  as  an  indubit- 
able fact,  and  to  which  the  scriptures  bear  the 
most  unequivocal  testimony.  To  what  else  can 
phraseology  like  the  following  refer — c  God  hath 
made  him  sin  for  us,  who  knew  no  sin — The 
Lord  hath  laid  upon  him  the  iniquity  of  us  all — 
who  his  own  self  bare  our  sins  in  his  own  body- 
on  the  tree,* 

In  the  sin-offerings  under  the  ceremonial  law, 
confession  of  sin  and  the  imposition  of  hands 
were  indispensably  requisite  to  atonement,  as 
appears  from  Exod.  xxix.  10.  Lev.  i.  4.  iii.  and 
2.  viii.  and  4.  xv.  24.  xxix.  16.  and  xvi.  21. 
This  practice  was  strictly  enjoined  and  strikingly 
exemplified  in  the  conduct  of  the  Jewish  high- 
priest  on  the  solemn  day  of  atonement.  Aaron, 
it  is  said,  shall  lay  both  his  hands  upon  the 
head  of  the  live  goat,  and  confess  over  him  all 
the  iniquities  of  the  children  of  Israel,   and  all 
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their  transgressions  in  all  their  sins,  putting  them 
upon  the  head  of  the  goat — and  the  goat  shall 
bear  upon  him  all  their  iniquities.  Now,  if 
without  confession  of  sin,  and  the  imposition  of 
hands,  the  blood  of  ten  thousand  beasts  had  been 
shed,  there  would  have  been  no  atonement,  be- 
cause the  slaughtered  animals  would  have  wanted 
that  which  was  essential  to  constitute  them  a  sin- 
offering.  If  the  punctual  observation  of  this 
typical  rite  did  not  inculcate  the  transmission  of 
sin  from  the  sinner  to  his  sacrifice*  and,  in  con- 
sequence of  that  transmission,  exemption  fronv 
condemnation,  the  language  appears  to  me  inex- 
plicable; there  was  nothing  significant  in  the 
rite;  it  was  an  unmeaning  ceremony. 

By  this  rite,  says  the  learned  Ains worth,  c  they 
disburdened  themselves  of  their  sins,  and  laid 
them  on  the  head  of  the  sacrifice  to  be  killed; 
which  was  a  figure  of  Christ  killed  for  our  sins, 
upon  whom  the  Lord  laid  the  iniquity  of  us  all.' 

i  Why,  asks  the  very  ingenious  M'Ewen,  should 
their  sins  be  confessed  in  this  manner,  if  it  was 
i?pt  to  signify,  that  they  were  in  some  sort  laid 
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upon  the  head  of  the  innocent  victim?  It  was 
thus  the  great  Doer  of  God's  will  was  made  sin 
for  us,  who  knew  no  sin.  The  goat  could  not  be 
guilty  of  these  sins,  for  it  was  a  brute  beast. 
Nor  could  its  Antitype  be  himself  a  transgressor 
of  the  law,  for  he  was  a  divine  person.  Yet  both 
the  one  and  the  other  did  bear  the  sins  of  many, 
to  which  it  was,  in  the  nature  of  things,  impos- 
sible they  could  be  accessary  in  the  smallest 
degree.  It  was  not  thy  sin,  O  spotless  Victim^ 
but  the  sins  of  thy  elect  people,  that  consigned 
thee  over  to  the  bloody  and  shameful  cross! 
These  were  the  sins  which  took  hold  upon  thee, 
and  justified  thy  death.  '  Surely  he  bore  our 
griefs,  he  carried  our  sorrows,  and  the  chastise- 
ment of  our  peace  was  upon  him.*  How  else 
could  his  heavenly  Father  been  pleased  to  bruise 
him,  for  whom  it  is  no  more  good  to  punish  the 
just,  than  to  clear  the  guilty?' 

Hence  it  is  apparent,  that  it  was  the  imputa- 
tion of  sin  to  Christ,  or,  in  other  words,  the 
making  hina  who  knew  no  sin  to  be  sin  for  us 
that  constituted  him  a  real  sacrifice  for  sin.  For 
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if  there  were  no  imputation  of  sin,  there  could 
he  in  his  death  no  expiation  of  guilt. 


"  For  guilt,  not  innocence,  his  life  be  pour'd; 
'Tis  guilt  alone  can  justify  his  death; 
Nor  that,  unless  his  death  can  justify 
Relenting  guilt  in  heav'n's  indulgent  sight.' 


The  doctrine  of  imputation  is  necessarily  in- 
volved in  that  of  expiation:  and  it  is  in  conse- 
quence of  relation  to  Christ  as  a  Substitute  suf- 
fering in  our  stead,  that  we  become  interested  in 
the  unutterable  blessings  flowing  from  his  expi- 
atory death.  If  these  considerations  be  rejected, 
he  that  was  in  himself  holy,  harmless,  undefiled, 
and  separate  from  sinners,  could  not  have  been  a 
sin-offering;  nor  could  his  sufferings  have  had 
anyfreference  to  us.  He  might  indeed  have  sealed 
his  testimony  with  his  blood;  but  it  would  have 
been  the  blood  of  a  Martyr,  and  not  the  blood 
of  the  Apostle  and  High  Priest  of  our  profession, 
who  by  his  once  offering  up  himself  as  a  sacrifice 
for  sin,  hath  perfected  for  ever  them  that  are 
sanctified. 

+  It  is  from  Christ  standing  in  our  stead  as 
guilty,  says  one,  that  the  benefit  of  his  death 
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doth  redound  to  us.  His  death  had  had  no  rela- 
tion to  us,  had  not  our  sin  been  juridically  ad- 
judged to  be  his,  nor  can  we  challenge  an  acquit- 
tance at  the  hand  of  God  for  our  debts,  if  they 
were  not  our  debts  that  he  paid  on  the  cross. 
He  was  wounded  for  our  transgressions,  he  was 
bruised  for  our  iniquities.  The  laying  hands 
upon  the  head  of  the  sin-offering  was  necessary 
to  make  it  a  sacrifice  for  the  offender,  without 
which  ceremony  it  might  have  been  a  slain,  but 
not  a  sacrificed  beast.  The  transferring  our 
iniquities  upon  him  must  in  some  way  precede 
his  being  bruised  for  them,  which  could  not  be 
any  other  way  than  by  imputation,  whereby  he 
was  constituted  by  God  a  debtor  in  our  stead, 
to  bear  the  punishment  of  our  sin;  he  being 
made  sin  for  us,  our  sin  was  in  a  sort  made  his: 
he  was  made  sin  without  sin;  he  knew  the  guilt, 
without  knowing  the  filth;  he  felt  the  punish- 
ment, without  being  touched  with  the  pollution. 
Since  death  was  the  wages  of  sin,  and  passed  as 
a  penalty  for  a  violated  law,  it  could  not  right 
eously  be  inflicted  on  him,  had  not  sin  first  beeft 
imputed  to  him.' 
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If  this  reasoning  be  correct,  we  see  at  once  the 
importance  and  the  necessity  of  that  federal 
relation  which  has  ever  subsisted  between  Christ 
and  his  Church.  In  election,  observes  Dr.  Ar- 
rowsmith,  <  a  definite  number  of  particular  per- 
sons were  from  eternity  given  to  Christ,  whom 
the  Father  had  constituted  Head  of  all  his  elect, 
to  be  his  members:'  and  it  is  in  virtue  of  this  re- 
lation that  the  members  of  his  mystical  body 
become  interested  in  all  the  branches  of  his  sub- 
stitutionary work,  and  will  finally  be  brought 
into  the  possession  of  glory  and  of  blessedness. 

To  imagine  therefore  that  what  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  did  for  me  as  a  surety,  can  be  available  for 
the  salvation  of  one  for  whom  he  never  sustained 
that  endearing  character,  appears  to  me  the  sub- 
lime of  paradox.  It  might  with  as  much  pro- 
priety be  said,  That  when  Aaron,  on  the  solemn 
day  of  atonement,  i  laid  both  his  hands  upon  the 
head  of  the  live  goat,  and  confessed  over  him  all 
the  iniquities  of  the  children  of  Israel,  and  all 
their  transgressions  in  all  their  sins,  putting  them 
upon  the  head  of  the  goat,  that  he  might  bear 
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upon  him  all  their  iniquities — to  make  an  atone- 
ment for  the  children  of  Israel  in  all  their  sins' — 
that  this  atonement  was  equally  available  for  the 
heathen  nations  which,  in  the  righteous  judg- 
ment of  God,  were  devoted  to  destruction.  But 
the  fact  was  otherwise:  the  Israelites  were  i  cho- 
sen to  be  a  special  people  to  the  Lord  God,  above 
all  people  that  were  upon  the  face  of  the  earth — 
He  showeth  his  word  unto  Jacob,  his  statutes  and 
his  judgments  unto  Israel,  He  hath  not  dealt  so 
with  any  nation:  and  as  for  his  judgments,  they 
have  not  known  them.'  As  well  may  it  be 
thought  that  the  sap  which  circulates  in  one  tree, 
can  communicate  its  vital  influence  to  another 
with  which  it  never  was  in  contact;  as  that  the 
saving  virtue  of  Christ's  death  either  is  or  can 
be  extended  to  those  individuals  who  in  the 
design  of  God,  or  by  vital  faith,  were  never 
branches  in  him  the  true  vine. 

In  justification  of  this  figurative  allusion,  I  re- 
fer to  what  the  Apostle  Paul  says  when  speaking 
of  Adam  and  of  Christ  in  their  respective  fe- 
deral relations,  i  For  as  by  one  man's  disobe- 
dience many   were  made   sinners,   so   by    the 
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©bedience  of  one  shall  many  be  made  righteous/ 
In  this  passage,  our  first  progenitor  is  exhibited 
as  the  representative  head  of  his  posterity;  and, 
in  this  respect,  as  a  striking  figure  of  Christ,  the 
second  Adam.  Some  persons  consider  the  fe- 
deral relation  as  of  equal  extent  in  both  cases; 
while  others  deny  it  in  both:  for  it  is  supposed 
by  the  latter,  that  such  a  federal  connexion 
would  involve  the  imputation  of  Adam's  sin  to 
his  posterity,  the  imputation  of  sin  to  Christ, 
and,  consequently,  the  salvation  of  all  to  whom 
he  stood  thus  related.  Those  however  who 
think  that  federal  relation  to  Christ  is  of  limited 
extent,  but  who,  nevertheless,  see  no  propriety 
in  the  figurative  language  adduced,  would  per- 
haps find  considerable  difficulty  in  showing  how 
sinners,  who  were  never  federally  related  to 
Christ  as  a  substitute,  can  become  interested  in 
his  substitutionary  work. 

There  is,  says  Mr.  Staynoe,  i  the  same  reason 

why  the  merit  of  our  Saviour's  obedience  should 

be  imputed  to  man,  in  order  to  man's  obtaining 

eternal  life;  as  there  is  that  the  merit  of  our 

Saviour's  sufferings  should  be  imputed  to  man 
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in  order  to  man's  release  from  death — that 
imputation  is  as  reasonable  and  justifiable  in 
one  case  as  in  the  other;  for  they  both  stand 
upon  one  and  the  same  foot;  and  for  this  reason, 
he  who  throws  down  one,  throws  down  both: 
and  therefore,  whoever  rejects  the  doctrine  of 
the  imputation  of  our  Saviour's  righteousness  to 
man,  does,  by  so  doing,  reject  the  imputation  of 
man's  sin  to  our  Saviour,  and  all  the  conse- 
quences of  it:  or,  in  other  words,  he  who  rejects 
the  doctrine  of  imputation,  does,  by  so  doing, 
reject  the  doctrine  of  expiation  likewise.' 

The  apostle  Paul  particularly  alludes  to  this 
highly  interesting  subject  in  the  fifth  chapter 
of  his  epistle  to  the  Romans;  in  which,  Mr. 
Peter  Goodwin  observes,  <  the  apostle  illustrates 
the  way  in  which  we  are  made  partakers  of 
the  righteousness  of  Christ.  This  is  the  pro* 
fessed  design  of  the  comparison  made  between 
Adam  and  Christ:  it  is  as  if  he  had  said: 
As  Adam  transmits  sin  and  death  to  all  his  na- 
tural posterity,  so  Christ  conveys  righteousness 
and  justification  of  life  to  all  his  spiritual 
seed — that  as  by  one  man's  disobedience  many 
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were  made  sinners,  so  by  the  obedience  of  one 
are  many  made  righteous. 

4  Now,  how  are  we  made  righteous  by  the 
obedience  of  Christ,  but  by  the  imputation  of 
that  obedience  to  us?  and  if  so,  when  we  are 
said  to  be  made  sinners  by  the  disobedience  of 
the  first  man,  the  antithesis  requires  that  it 
should  be  meant  of  our  being  made  sinners  by 
the  imputation  of  his  disobedience  to  us.  This 
is  so  necessary  a  consequence  from  the  apostle's 
reasoning,  that  the  deniers  of  the  imputation  of 
Adam's  sin,  of  course  deny  the  doctrine  of  justi- 
fication by  imputed  righteousness:  and,  perhaps, 
it  is  from  the  pride  of  men  in  refusing  to  submit 
to  the  righteousness  of  Christ,  and  going  about 
to  establish  a  righteousness  of  their  own,  that 
they  have  set  themselves  so  much  to  oppose  the 
imputation  of  Adam's  sin.  This,  in  particular, 
seems  to  have  been  the  case  of  Socinus,  who 
confesses,  that  this  discourse  of  the  apostle  gives 
great  countenance  to  the  doctrine  of  justification 
by  the  imputation  of  the  righteousness  of  Christ. 
But  not  relishing  that,  he  sets  himself,  with  all 
his  cunning  and  artifice,  to  oppose  the  imputation 
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of  the  sin  of  Adam  to  his  natural  posterity,  being 
very  sensible,  that  if  that  is  admitted,  the  im- 
putation of  the  righteousness  of  Christ  to  his 
spiritual  seed  will  unavoidably  follow  from  the 
reasoning  of  the  apostle  in  this  context.* 

The  righteousness  by  which  we  are  justified 
before  God  c  must,  as  observes  Mr.  Coles,  in  a 
certain  sense,  be  our  own  in  a  way  of  right,  as 
Adam's  sin  also  was,  though  performed  in  the 
person  of  another.  Christ  and  Adam  being 
parallels  in  their  head-ship,  the  imputation  of 
the  one's  guiltiness,  and  the  other's  righteous- 
ness, are  righteously  applied  to  their  respective 
seeds:  and  this  was  a  main  end  of  the  Lord's 
putting  those  he  would  justify,  into  Christ;  that 
he  being  made  sin,  and  a  curse  for  them;  they 
might  be  made  the  righteousness  of  God  in  Him; 

and  so,  God  might  be  just  in  justifying  them.- 

i  If  the  elect  had  not  been  in  Christ,  the  satis- 
faction he  undertook  for  sinners  could  not  have 
availed  them.  As  Adam's  sin  could  not  have 
been  ours,  if  not  in  him;  so  neither  the  right- 
eousness of  Christ,  if  not  in  Hira.  Divine  jus- 


gO  THOUGHTS  ON  THE 

tice  could  not  have  punished  him  for  us,  nor 
absolved  us  through  him;  we  could  not  have 
been  justified  and  reconciled  by  the  blood  of 
his  cross,  had  not  he  sustained  our  persons,  and 
stood  in  our  stead:  another's  act  cannot  be 
mine,  either  in  profit  or  loss,  if  there  be  not  a 
legal  oneness  between  us.' 

Christ,  says  a  sensible  writer,  *  Redeemed  those 
from  the  curse  of  the  law  on  whose  account  he 
was  made  a  curse:  to  obtain  only  a  conditional 
grant  of  freedom  from  the  law's  curse,  is  not  real 
redemption.  If  nothing  more  than  this  is  to  be 
attributed  to  the  death  of  Christ,  then  he  ob- 
tained not  eternal  redemption;  his  death  was 
only  an  attempt  to  redeem  men,  and  it  may 
prove  successless  by  their  non-performance  of 
the  conditions  enjoined,  and  we  are  to  consider 
God  as  acting  a  part  in  this  affair  which  no  right- 
eous man  would  do,  viz.  punish  the  surety  and 
also  the  offender.  Either  Christ  in  his  suffering 
was  punished,  or  he  was  not:  he  was  not,  say 
the  Socinians  and  the  Remonstrants;  which,  if 
true,  then  indeed  he  made  not  satisfaction  for 
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sin:  if  it  is  at  all  punished,  it  must  be  in  the  sin- 
ner. If  Christ  was  punished  in  his  sufferings,  he 
bore  either  a  part  of  that  punishment  to  which 
we  were  obnoxious,  or  the  whole  of  it;  if  a  part 
only,  we  are  inevitably  undone,  and  are  left,  not- 
withstanding his  death,  without  hope  of  salvation, 
nor  is  he  a  perfect  Saviour:  if  he  bore  the 
whole,  let  such  who  conceive  that  God  punishes 
those  for  whom  he  died,  vindicate  and  clear  his 
justice  in  so  doing,  if  they  are  able.* 

It  may  perhaps  be  said,  That  though  our 
blessed  Lord  died  intentionally  for  the  elect  only, 
yet,  as  infinite  merit  attached  to  all  he  did  in  the 
character  of  a  Saviour,  it  is  therefore  sufficiently 
efficacious  for  the  salvation  of  all  men.  That 
this  reasoning  is  inconclusive  I  have  endeavoured 
to  prove.  But  were  the  validity  of  the  inference 
admitted,  it  must  be  conceded  that  there  are  two 
ways  of  saving  sinners  by  the  same  medium — 
the  one  by  substitution  and  imputation — the 
other,  not  by  any  thing  that  Christ  intentionally 
did  for  those  to  whom  salvation  is  possible,  but 
by  what  he  actually  and^  intentionally  did,  as 
absolutely  requisite  for  those  to  whom  it  is  cer- 
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tain.  Positions   so  contradictory  have  no  coun- 
tenance from  scripture. 

To  contend,  That  because  infinite  merit  at- 
tached to  the  sufferings  of  Christ,  these  sufferings 
must  of  necessity  be  sufficient  for  the  salvation 
of  all  men,  is  to  limit  the  Holy  One  of  Israel. 
It  is  virtually  saying,  That  the  salvation  of  a  part 
of  mankind  could  not  be  effected  without  the 
redemption  of  the  whole.  There  may  be  diffi- 
culties connected  with  the  investigation  of  par- 
ticular redemption,  but  the  advocates  of  the 
above  theory  will  find  none  equal  in  magnitude 
to  that  of  showing  how  the  surety  and  the  sinner 
can  righteously  suffer  for  the  same  crime. 

As  to  the  death  of  Christ,  observes  Bishop 
Beveridge,  i  I  believe  it  was  not  only  as  much, 
but  infinitely  more  satisfactory  to  divine  justice 
than  though  I  should  have  died  to  eternity.  For, 
by  that  means,  justice  is  actually  and  perfectly 
satisfied  already,  which  it  could  never  have  been 
by  my  suffering  for  my  sins  myself;  for  if  justice? 
by  that  means  could  ever  be  satisfied;  if  it  could 
ever  say,  It  is  e-nough;  it  could  not  stand  witp- 
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the  same  justice,  now  satisfied,  still  to  inflict 
punishment,  nor,  by  consequence,  could  the 
damned  justly  scorch  in  the  flames  of  God's 
wrath  for  ever,' 

Now  if  (as  you  suppose)  our  blessed  Lord  have 
suffered  enough  for  the  salvation  of  all  men, 
how  happens  it  that  all  are  not  saved?  If  the 
reasoning  of  this  eminently  pious  prelate  be  cor- 
rect, not  an  individual  should  perish:  for  if 
divine  justice  be  perfectly  satisfied  by  the  suf- 
ferings of  Christ;  if  it  could  ever  say, i  It  is 
enough,*  it  could  not  stand  with  the  same  justice 
still  to  inflict  punishment. 

i  He,  says  the  illustrious  Owen,  who  without 
the  consideration  of  the  oblation  of  Christ, 
|  could  not  but  punish  sin,  (that  oblation  being 
made)  cannot  punish  those  sins  for  which  Christ 
offered  himself.  Yea,  he  is  more  bound  in  strict 
right,  and  in  justice,  in  respect  of  Jesus  Christ* 
to  confer  grace  and  glory  on  all  those  for  whom 
he  died.'  To  me,  this  reasoning  appears  con- 
clusive. 
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The  more  I  reflect  on  this  highly  interesting 
and  important  subject,  the  more  I  am  convinced 
that  the  sufferings  of  our  blessed  Lord  were  in 
every  respect  commensurate  to  the  requirements 
of  justice — that,  in  reference  to  this  solemn  and 
affecting  transaction,  God  spared  not  his  own 
Son — that  the  divine  law  to  which  he  voluntarily 
became  amenable  did  not  relax  in  any  of  its  de- 
mands— that  he  did  not  endure  a  single  pang 
more  than  it  could  have  righteously  inflicted  on 
the  sinners  themselves;  and  that,  in  effecting 
their  redemption,  he  did  not  suffer  oae  less. 

Should  it  be  asked  how  much  Christ  suffered 
of  the  wrath  of  God?  i  The  punishment  he  suf- 
fered, says  that  eminent  minister  of  Christ,  Mr. 
Perkins,  was  in  value  and  measure  answerable  to 
all  the  sins  of  all  the  elect,  past,  present,  and  to 
come:  the  Godhead  supporting  the  manhood, 
that  it  might  be  able  to  bear  and  overcome  the 
whole  burden  of  the  wrath  of  God.' 

<  It  is  a  great  thing  to  satisfy  justice  for  one 
sin,  but,  observes  Professor  Durham,  it  is  more 
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to  satisfy  justice  for  all  the  sins  of  one  person, 
which  all  the  angels  in  heaven  and  men  on  earth 
cannot  do — but  it  is  still  more  to  satisfy  justice 
for  all  the  sins  of  the  elect — and  our  Lord  having 
taken  all  their  sins  on  him,  he  is  peremptorily  re- 
quired to  satisfy  for  them  all. — He  suffered  the 
more  because  they  had  so  many  sins,  seeing  tbek 
many  sins  are  given  for  the  cause  of  his  suffering 
so  much.'  With  reference  to  his  substitutionary 
work  we  may  say*  with  the  poet, 


*  He  sunk  beneath  our  heavy  woes, 

To  raise  us  to  a  throne: 
There's  ne'er  a  gift  his  hand  bestow* 

But  cost  his  heart  a  groan.' 


For  what  is  the  curse  of  the  law  when  ex- 
ecuted, but  the  infliction  of  punishment  for  the 
evil  of  sin.  In  reference  to  the  transgressor  him- 
self, it  is  the  endurance  of  sufferings  proportion- 
ed to  crime.  Without  a  surety,  there  is  no  other 
way  in  which  it  can  operate.  If  therefore 
Christ  was  once  offered  to  bear  the  sins  of  many, 
surely  he  bore  those  sins  when  he  suffered  the 
punishment  they  deserved;  and  these  suffer 
were  the  price^  of  redemption. 

H 
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Should  it  be  asked,  Why  Christ  paid  so  much? 
We  answer,  says  Professor  Durham,  *  It  behoved 
Christ  to  pay  a  condign  satisfaction  to  justice. 
It  was  meet  that  he  should  pay  all  that  he  paid — 
It  behoved  to  be  a  price  equivalent  to  all  that 
the  elect  should  have  suffered  had  not  he  inter- 
posed— therefore  we  say,  That  his  sufferings 
were  a  condign  and  proportionable  satisfaction 
to  justice  for  them  whose  debt  he  paid.'  That 
the  sufferings  of  our  blessed  Lord  were  of  infi- 
nite worth  is  a  delightful  and  consolatory  truth; 
and  it  is  in  the  contemplation  of  this  truth  that 
Faith  discovers  pardon  for  infinite  demerit.  But 
must  this  worth  be  considered  as  finite  if  its 
saving  benefits  be  not  extended  to  every  indi- 
vidual of  mankind?  surely  not. 

That  there  are  difficulties  connected  with  the 
investigation  of  this  solemn  and  mysterious  sub- 
ject cannot  be  denied;  so  there  are  also  with 
many  others  concerning  which  we  have  no 
doubts.  The  love  of  God  is  allowably  infinite 
and  immutable:  it  is  the  same  from  everlasting 
to  everlasting  respecting  all  its  favoured  objects. 
But  shall  we  say  that  this  love  is  not  infinite  be- 
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cause  thousands  have  no  share  in  the  unutterable 
kindness;  or  that  his  mercy  is  not  infinitely 
great,  because  it  is  not  extended  to  every  miser- 
able object?  God  forbid. 

Should  you  imagine  that  there  is  an  incon- 
sistency in  ascribing  limits  to  that  which  is  con- 
fessedly infinite,  suffer  me  to  recommend  to  your 
notice  a  few  remarks  on  this  subject  by  the 
learned  and  acute  Toplady.  4  Mercy,  says  that 
masterly  writer,  is  considerable  under  a  two-fold 
view:  as  it  is  an  attribute  in  God;  and,  as  it  is 
exercised  toward  men. — As  an  attribute  in  God, 
mercy  is  infinite;  as  all  his  attributes  are  and 
must  be:  because  they  necessarily  coincide  with 
His  essence. — But  mercy,  considered  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  it,  is  neither  necessarily  nor  actually 
infinite.  As  God's  forbearing  to  create  more 
worlds  than  he  has,  is  no  impeachment  of  his 
omnipotence;  so,  his  forbearing  to  save  as  many 
as  he  might,  is  no  impeachment  of  his  infinite 
mercy. — Goodness,  considered  as  it  is  in  God, 
would  have  been  just  the  same  infinite  and  glo- 
rious attribute,  supposing  no  rational  beings  had 
been  created  at  all,  or  saved  when  created.  To- 
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which  may  be  added,  that  the  goodness  of  th6 
Deity  does  not  cease  to  be  infinite  in  itself,  only 
because  it  is  more  extended  to  some  objects  than 
it  is  to  others.  The  infinity  of  this  perfection, 
as  residing  in  God  and  coinciding  with  his  es- 
sence, is  sufficiently  secured,  without  supposing 
it  to  reach,  indiscriminately,  to  all  the  creatures 
he  has  made.  For*  was  that  way  of  reasoning  to 
be  admitted,  it  would  lead  us  too  far,  and  prove 
too  much:  since,  if  the  infinity  of  his  goodness 
is  to  be  estimated  by  the  number  of  objects 
upon  which  it  terminates;  there  must  be  an 
absolute,  proper  infinity  of  reasonable  beings  to 
terminate  that  goodness  upon.  Consequently, 
ij  would  follow,  from  such  premises,  either, 
That  the  creation  is  as  truly  infinite  as  the  Cre- 
ator; or,  if  otherwise,  That  the  Creator's  good- 
ness could  not  be  infinite,  because  it  has  not  an 
infinity  of  objects  to  make  happy.  There  is  no 
way  of  solidly  asserting  eternal  providence,  and 
of  justifying  the  ways  of  God  with  men;  but  upon 
this  grand  Datum,  That  the  exercise  of  his  own 
infinite  mercy  is  regulated  by  the  voluntary  de- 
terminations of  his  own  most  wise  and  sovereign 
pleasure.  Allow  but  this  rational,  scriptural  (and> 
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I  should  think,  incontrovertible)  proposition; 
and  every  cavil,  grounded  on  the  chimerical  un- 
mercifulness  of  non-election,  ceases  even  to  be 
plausible.' 

That  the  exercise  of  God's  infinite  mercy  is 
regulated  by  the  voluntary  determinations  of  his 
own  most  wise  and  sovereign  pleasure,  will  hardly 
be  disputed.  It  must  however  be  remembered, 
that  this  mercy  is  never  exercised  in  a  way  in- 
compatible   with  the  holiness  of  his  nature  and 
the  claims  of  justice;  that  the  glory  of  his  wis- 
dom   is   displayed  in  the  adoption  of  means  by 
which  all  the  divine  attributes  harmonize  in  the 
salvation  of  sinners;  and  that  this  mercy,  with  re- 
ference to  pardon,  is  inseparably  connected  with 
the  satisfaction  of  Christ,  and  is  regulated  in  its 
exercise  by  the  extent  of  that  satisfaction.  If  then 
this  satisfaction  be  sufficient  for  the  salvation  of 
all  men,  mercy  must  be  extended  to  all,  and  all 
must  be  saved.   For  it   is  not   credible   that  a 
satisfaction  should  be  indispensably  requisite  to 
the  bestowment  of  mercy,  and  when  that  satis- 
faction is  obtained,  the  mercy  should  be  after- 
wards withheld.   Grace   reigns   through  righ-t- 
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eousness  unto  eternal  life  by  Jesus  Christ.  In 
virtue  of  his  atonement,  God  is  just  and  the  jus- 
tifier  of  him  that  believeth. 

To  accomplish  the  work  of  redemption,  the 
Son  of  God,  of  his  own  sovereign  pleasure,  con- 
descended to  sustain  the  character  of  a  Surety; 
and  in  the  fulness  of  time,  was  for  this  end  made 
of  a  woman,  made  under  the  law,  to  redeem 
them  that  were  under  the  law.  The  Church, 
which  is  his  body,  he  purchased  with  his  own 
blood;  the  ransom  was  paid  for  the  individuals 
who  are  comprehended  in  that  church,  and  for 
them  only.  On  those  who  constitute  no  part  of 
his  mystical  body,  the  malediction  of  the  law 
still  remains  and  will  ever  remain.  As  there- 
fore the  sufferings  of  our  blessed  Lord  were,  in 
consequence  of  his  own  voluntary  engagement, 
a  debt  due  to  divine  justice;  the  degree  of  suf- 
fering could  not  righteously  exceed  the  demerit 
for  which  it  was  inflicted;  nor  could  the  merit 
of  that  suffering  extend  to  those  whose  sins  he 
never  bore,  whom  he  never  intended  to  save, 
and  for  whom  therefore  he  could  not  justly 
suffer. 
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There  was  an  exact  agreement,  says  Mr.  Hur- 
rion,  between  Christ's  payment  and  purchase, 
between  the  price  he  paid,  and  the  persons  he 
redeemed;  he  paid  the  full  debt  of  all  for  whom 
he  was  Surety,  and  he  secures  the  eternal  re- 
demption of  every  one  for  whom  he  made  the 
payment.  We  could  neither  pay  the  debt  which 
we  had  contracted,  nor  purchase  the  inheritance 
which  we  had  forfeited,  nor  claim  the  promises 
which  are  yea  and  amen  only,  in  Christ:  it  is 
therefore  by  means  of  his  death,  in  our  room 
and  stead,  that  we  receive  the  promise  of  the 
eternal  inheritance. 

g  The  grand  question  here  is,  For  whom  was 
Christ  Surety,  whose  debt  did  he  pay,  whose 
freedom  did  he  procure?  Let  the  event  declare 
this;  for  certainly  Christ  did  not  die  in  vain,  or 
purchase  deliverance,  and  yet  lose  the  price  he 
paid,  or  any  part  of  the  purchase  he  made;  for 
that  would  be  contrary  to  all  the  rules  of  justice 
and  righteousness.  Who  then  are  they  that  are 
delivered  from  wrath  to  come,  and  shall  inherit 
everlasting  life?  Is  this  the  lot  of  all  men,  or  of 
some  only?  If  of  some  only,  as  matter  of  fact 
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proves,  then  Christ  was  not  the  Surety  of  all 
men;  he  did  not  die  to  redeem  ail  men,  but  some 
only.  If  Christ  had  been  Surety  of  the  covenant 
for  all  men,  and  had  purchased  grace  and  salva- 
tion for  all  men,  then  all  men  should  certainly 
enjoy  them;  for  God  could  not  break  his  cove- 
nant, nor  suffer  his  faithfulness  to  fail.' 

To  these  excellent  remarks,  suffer  me  to  add 
the  testimony  of  an  able  writer  on  the  same 
subject. 

There  was  in  the  covenant  of  redemption,  ob- 
serves Mr.  Gillespie,  an  equality  of  proportion 
or  merit  betwixt  the  conditions  required  from, 
and  performed  by  Christ,  and  the  conditions 
promised  and  performed  unto  Christ  by  this 
covenant.  Not  a  merit  and  satisfaction  upon 
Christ's  part  de  congruo  (as  the  schoolmen  speak) 
whereby  the  friendship  and  love  of  the  party 
injured  doth  accept  of  that  which  is  not  equi- 
valent to  the  offence;  but  a  merit  and  satisfac- 
tion de  condigno,  there  being  a  just  and  equal 
proportion  betwixt  the  fault  committed  and  the 
satisfaction  given,  and  betwixt  the  reward   pro- 
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mised  and   given   to  Christ,  and  the  obedience 

required   from  and  performed  by  him. The 

conditions  of  this  covenant  performed  by  Christ, 
did  by  order  of  strict  justice,  &  jure  emptionis, 
claim  the  reward  that  was  promised  and  cove- 
nanted with  him,  to  be  given  to  himself  the 
head,  and  to  his  elect  people  in  whose  stead 
he  satisfied  Justice  by  paying  their  debt  with 
a  price  of  blood;  hence  it  is  that  he  craves  the 
reward  to  be  given,  and  that  in  justice  for  the 
work  he  had  done,  John  xvii.  4,  5,  24.  «  I  have 
glorified  thee  on  the  earth,  I  have  finished  the 
work  which  thou  gavest  me  to  do.  And  now, 
O  Father,  glorify  thou    me  with  thine  own   self 

Father,  I  will   that  they  also,  whom   thou 

hast  given  me,  be  with  me  where  I  am;  that  they 
may  behold  my  glory,  which  thou  has  given  me: 
for  thou  lovedst  me  before  the  foundation  of  th$ 
world.5 

To  say  that  enough  has  been  done  for  the  sal* 
vation  of  those  who  perish,  is  an  assertion  with- 
out proof.  But  supposing  the  remark  appli- 
cable to  the  sufferings  of  Christ,  will  it  apply  to 
other  considerations  inseparably  connected  with 
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salvation?  Will  it  be  said  that  all  men  are  rege- 
nerated, or  born  again?  No;  for  were  this  the 
.case  all  would  be  saved.  It  therefore  follows  of 
course  that,  whatever  may  be  the  extent,  or  de- 
gree of  our  Lord's  sufferings,  something  is  still 
necessary  to  salvation  which,  in  numberless  in- 
stances, it  is  the  sovereign  pleasure  of  God  never 
to  effect* 

The  elders  of  the  church  of  Ephesus  are^ex- 
horted  to  *  Feed  the  church  of  God,  which  he 
hath  purchased  with  his  own  blood.*  Now,  if 
enough  have  been  done  and  suffered  for  the  sal- 
vation of  all  men,  the  exhortation  is  destitute 
both  of  force  and  propriety:  those  who  perish 
are,  according  to  this  notion,  as  much  purchased 
as  the  church  for  whose  welfare  the  inspired 
writer  appears  so  anxiously  concerned. 

If  Christ  have  merited  the  salvation  of  all 
men,  who  shall  divest  him  of  his  right  to  the 
reward?  Shall  he  not  see  of  the  travail  of  his 
soul;  shall  any  perish  for  whom  his  death  is 
a  sufficient  ransom?  Did  he?  the  just,  suffer  for 
the  unjust,  that  he  might  bring  them   to  God* 
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and  they  not  afterwards  be  brought!  What  shall 
frustrate  the  purposes  of  Omnipotence?  The 
counsel  of  God  shall  stand,  and  he  will  do  all 
his  pleasure.  To  suppose  that  any  shall  perish 
for  whom  Christ  hath  suffered,  would  be  to  im- 
peach the  justice  of  the  divine  Father:  because, 
as  that  evangelical  minister,  Mr.  John  Hill  re- 
marks, i  He  hath  received  a  ransom  for  them  at 
the  hands  of  the  surety.  Their  persons  and 
their  mercies  are  bought  out  of  the  hands  of 
justice:  and  if  a  price  be  paid,  it  is  unjust  to 
detain  the  good  for  which  it  is  paid.' 

When  the  Eternal  Father  exhibited  his  incar- 
nate Son  as  a  propitiation,  to  declare  his  right- 
eousness in  the  remission  of  sins;  he  not  only 
gave  us  the  highest  evidence,  says  the  excellent 
Booth,  i  that  without  satisfaction  our  sins  could 
not  be  justly  remitted;  but  also  that,  full  satis- 
faction being  made  for  sin  by  the  Sponsor,  it 
could  not  be  justly  imputed  to  the  principals. 
Because,  for  the  Supreme  Governor  to  pardon 
sinners  without  satisfaction,  and  finally  to  punish 
those  for  whom  plenary  satisfaction   has  bee* 
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made,  seem  equally  inconsistent  with  divine  reo 
titude.5 

But  if  our  blessed  Lord  have  by  his  sufferings 
merited  the  salvation  of  all  men,  how  happens 
it  that  all  are  not  saved?  Surely  it  cannot  be 
imagined  that  the  holy  and  the  just  God  will  ever 
with-hold  any  thing  that  has  been  merited  by  the 
sufferings  and  death  of  his  own  Son!  The  obedi- 
ence of  Christ  in  general  is,  remarks  the  learned 
Twisse,  <of  a  meritorious  nature,  even  merito- 
rious of  everlasting  life;  now  if  Christ  hath  me- 
rited everlasting  life  for  all  and  every  one,  how 
comes  it  that  all  and  every  one  does  not  enjoy 
everlasting  life?  Shall  not  God  the  Father  deal 
with  his  own  Son  according  to  the  exigency  of 
his  merits?5 

Pertinent  on  this  subject  are  the  remarks  of 
Elisha  Coles.  i  That  which  Christ  laid  down 
]bis  life  for,  that  he  merited:  and  what  he  me- 
rited, is  due  to  those  for  whom  it  was  merited. 
Now,  the  principal  thing  intended  and  merited 
by  his  death,  was  the  justification  of   sinners; 
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and  that  God  might  be  just  in  justifying  of  them; 
and  finally,  that  they  might  have  eternal  life. 
If  therefore  he  merited  this  lor  all,  then  all  must 
be  justified  and  saved,  and  it  cannot  justly  be 
denied  to  any:  for  it  is  their  due  by  virtue  of  a 
price;  and  that  price  well  worthy  of  it;  which 
also  was  paid  to  that  very  end,  and  this  by  the 
Creditor's  own  appointment,  who  cannot  con- 
demn any  for  whom  Christ  died.' 

1  The  doctrine  of  general  redemption,  as  com- 
monly held,  seems  to  reflect  on  the  wisdom  of 
God;  as  imputing  to  him  such  a  contrivance  for 
men's  salvation,  as  wras  altogether  frustrable; 
which  is  far  from  convincing  the  world  that 
Christ  crucified  is  the  wisdom  of  God.  It  also 
seems  to  tax  God  of  injustice,  as  not  discharging 
those  whose  transgressions  are  answered  for  by 
their  Surety;  or  else,  That  the  sufferings  of 
Christ  were  not  sufficient  to  make  a  discharge 
due  to  them.  Or,  it  insinuates  a  deficiency  of 
power,  or  want  of  good  will,  to  prosecute  his 
design  to  perfection.  It  makes  men  boasters; 
suspending  the  virtue  and  success  of  all  that 
Christ  hath  done  for  them,  upon  something  done 

1 


98  THOUGHTS  ON  THE 

by  themselves,  which  he  is  not  the  doer  of,  and 
consequently  that  men  are  principals  in  pro- 
curing their  own  salvation. This  is  not  That 

the  Lord  alone  should  be  exalted.' 


Bishop  Hopkins  observes,  when  speaking  of 
the  resurrection  of  our  blessed  Lord,  <  If  Christ 
had  not  risen,  our  hope  of  salvation  would  have 
been  buried  in  the  same  grave  with  himself; 
but  what  he  died  to  procure,  he  lives  to  confer. 
— -It  were  folly  thus  to  hope,  but  that  his  life 
applies  what  his  death  deserved;  and  our  sal- 
vation begun  on  the  cross,  is  perfected  on  the 
throne.' 

Those  for  whom  Christ  laid  down  his  life  shall 
never  perish.  The  royal  Saviour,  says  that  emi- 
nently useful  servant  of  Christ,  Mr.  Romaine, 
*  is  upon  the  throne,  almighty  to  save  his  dear 
redeemed.  He  would  lose  his  name,  which  is 
above  every  name;  the  honours  of  his  salvation 
would  fade  away  upon  his  head,  and  the  glories 
of  his  offices  would  come  to  nothing,  if  one 
whom  Jesus  lived  and  died  to  save  should  perish. 
But  it  is  not  possible.  Whom  he  loves,  he  loves 
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unto  the  end.  I  give  unto  them,  says  he,  eternal 
life,  and  they  shall  never  perish,  neither  shall  any 
pluck  them  out  of  my  hand.' 

It  should  ever  be  remembered  that  the  Will 
of  God  is  not  redemption — is  not  the  price  with 
which  sinners  are  ransomed  from  perdition:  this 
inestimable  blessing  was  effected  by  the  blood 
which  Christ  shed  for  many  for  the  remission  of 
sins.  Either  our  blessed  Lord  did  lay  down  his 
life  for  them  that  perish,  or  he  did  not;  if  he 
did,  then  the  same  price  was  paid  for  the  re- 
demption of  those  who  are  now  suffering  the 
vengeance  of  eternal  fire,  as  for  them  who  are 
rejoicing  in  the  unutterable  felicities  of  heaven. 
This  however  is  neither  the  language  of  scrip- 
ture nor  of  reason.  That  our  blessed  Lord  did 
not  lay  down  his  life  for  those  that  perish, 
we  have  his  own  infallible  testimony.  His  lan- 
guage, with  reference  to  this  subject,  is  remark 
ably  emphatical  and  peremptory.  4I  lay  down 
my  life  for  the  sheep — and  I  give  unto  them  eter- 
nal life;  and  they  shall  never  perisb.'  But  that 
numbers  of  our  apostate  race  do  perish  we  have 
incontestable  proof.  If,  therefore?  the  evidence 
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of  this  faithful  and  true  Witness  be  admitted,  we 
are  compelled  to  believe  that  for  these  he  never 
died;  and  if  he  never  died  for  them,  how  he 
could  suffer  for  them  in  his  death,  it  is  not  easy 
to  conceive. 

i  That  price,  or  payment,  which  doth  not  ac- 
tually pass  into,  or  terminate  in  salvation  is,  says 
Dr.  Isaac  Chauncey,  no  redemption  at  all;  an 
attempt  to  redeem,  is  not  redemption.  The 
redemption  can  be  no  larger  than  the  salvation 
wrought:  if  it  be  but  a  partial  salvation  by  the 
purchase  made,  it  can't  in  any  sense  be  an  uni- 
versal redemption;  the  redemption  must  be  as 
the  salvation  is  that  is  wrought  by  it:  a  suffi- 
ciency of  good-will  to  pardon,  and  redemption 
itself  are  two  different  things.5  We  may  there- 
fore safely  affirm,  that  if  the  redemption  of  Christ 
consist  in  any  thing  actually  done  and  suffered 
as  essential  to  the  deliverance  of  those  who  are 
to  be  eventually  saved,  the  benefit  of  that  re- 
demption, though  infinitely  valuable  in  itself,  can 
never  extend  to  those  on  whose  account  nothing 
was  done  for  that  purpose.  For,  as  before  re- 
marked, whatever  is  necessary  for  the  salvation 
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of  one  man,  is  necessary  for  the  salvation  of 
every  other  man  in  the  same  circumstances. 

When  the  doctrine  of  Perseverance  is  in  dis- 
pute, the    advocates  for   particular   redemption 
zealously,  and  very  properly  contend,  That  if 
any  perish  for  whom  Christ  died,  he  must,  with 
reference  to  them,  have  died  in  vain — That  the 
justice  of  God  renders  their  salvation  absolutely 
certain;  because  it  would  be  incompatible  with 
the  first  principles  of  equity  to  punish  in  their 
own  persons  those  for  whose  sins  Christ  hath 
made  ample  satisfaction — That  if  Christ  have 
merited  the  salvation  of  all  men,  all  must  be 
saved;  for  a  '  price  being  paid,  it  is  unjust  to 
detain  that  for  which  it  is  paid' — That  were  any 
to  perish  for  whom  Christ  laid  down  his  life,  ■  he 
wrould  lose  his  name,  and  the  honours  of  his  sal- 
vation;' but  that  this  is  impossible;  because,  as 
Bishop  Hopkins  well  observes, c  the  resurrection 
of  Christ  insures  the  application  of  what  his 
death  deserved.' 

These,  and  similar  arguments,  are  justly  urged 
by  the  friends  of  particular  redemption  in  sup- 
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port  of  the  doctrine  of  Perseverance;  but  these 
arguments,  excellent  and  cogent  as  they  undoubt- 
edly are,  can  never  be  consistently  maintained 
by  those  who  contend  that  enough  hasten  done 
and  suffered  for  the  salvation  of  all  men;  because 
this  would  be  to  assert  that  all  men  will  even- 
tually be  saved. 

If  it  be  said  that  the  particularity  of  redemp- 
tion lies  in  the  sovereign  pleasure  of  God,  with 
regard  to  its  application;  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  redemption,  on  this  hypothesis,  does 
not  consist  in  any  thing  done  for  one  man  more 
than  another — that  Christ  was  made  sin  as  much 
for  Judas  as  for  Peter;  that  both  were  redeemed 
from  the  curse  of  the  law  by  his  being  made  a 
curse  for  them;  and  that,  if  such  had  been  the 
divine  pleasure,  redemption  might  with  equal 
propriety  have  been  applied  to  both. 

According  to  this  notion,  the  believer  is  not 
more  indebted  to  Christ  for  redemption  than  Cain 
or  Balaam.  If  he  be  snatched  from  perdition, 
and  lie  under  obligations  which  never  attached 
to  them;  it  is  not  to  Christ  that  he  is  indebted 
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for  this  discriminating  mercy,  but  to  the  divine 
agency  of  the  Holy  Spirit  for  the  application  of 
a  redemption  of  which  they  were  equally  the 
subjects,  but  of  which  nevertheless  they  are  not 
to  participate.  You  will  perhaps  be  shocked  at 
this  conclusion;  shocking  however  as  it  most 
undoubtedly  is,  it  is  the  genuine  offspring  of  this 
unwarrantable  hypothesis. 

The  election  of  Peter  to  salvation  in  prefer- 
ence to   Judas,  was,   it  is  true,  an  act  of  divine 
sovereignty;  but,   on  the  ground  of  Christ's  sa- 
tisfaction, it  was  not  an  act  of  sovereignty  whe- 
ther   that    satisfaction    should     be    applied    to 
either,  or  to  both;  because  something  had  been 
actually  done  and  suffered  for  redemption  of  the 
one  which  had  not  for   the    other;  and   conse- 
quently  the    application  of  that  redemption   to 
Peter  was,  with  reference  to  Christ's  purchase, 
not  an  act  of  sovereignty  but  of  justice.  For,  as 
M'Laurin  observes,  <  what  is  more  just  than  that 
a  person  of  merit,  who  has  deserved  blessings 
for  others  who  are  unworthy  of   them,  should 
have  his  purchase  put  into  his  own  hands,  to 
dispense  it  to  his  favourites.'   Surely  it  cannot 
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be  said  of  Judas,  that  Christ  redeemed  him  from 
the  curse  of  the  law,  being  made  a  curse  for  him? 
but  respecting  Peter,  this  was  an  undoubted  fact. 
Election  and  redemption  have  reference  to  the 
same  persons,  aad  are  of  the  same  extent:  the 
blood  of  Christ  could  therefore  not  expiate  the 
sin  which  he  never  bore. 

The  pious  Watson  remarks,  when  speaking  of 
Christ's  intercession,  <  Christ  does  not  intercede 
for  all  promiscuously,  but  for  the  elect.  The 
efficacy  of  Christ's  prayer  reacheth  no  further 
than  the  efficacy  of  his  blood:  bi^t  his  blood 
was  shed  only  for  the  elect,  therefore  his^  prayers 
only  reach  them.  The  High  Priest  went  into 
the  sanctuary  with  the  names  only  of  the  twelve 
tribes  upon  his  breast;  so  Christ  goes  into  hea- 
ven only  with  the  names  of  the  elect  upon  his 
breast/ 

That  the  particularity  of  redemption  does  not 
lie  in  the  sovereign  will  of  God,  with  regard  to 
its  application,  appears  to  me  very  evident.  It  is 
allowed,  that  in  the  decree  of  election  it  de- 
pended solely  on  the  sovereignj)Ieasure  of  God, 
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whether  redemption  should  be  provided  for  all, 
or  any  part  of  mankind;  but  as  all  the  transac- 
tions connected  with  that  decree  are  irrevocably 
fixed,  the  blessings  included  in  it  cannot  extend 
further  than  the  decree  itself. 

To  accomplish  the  work  of  redemption  some- 
thing was  to  be  done  andsufferedbythe  Redeemer 
as  indispensably  requisite  to  forgiveness.  The 
persons  interested  in  it  stood  in  a  relation  to 
Christ  which  those  who  perish  never  did;  and 
this  relation  was  essential  to  their  emancipation 
from  guilt  and  from  ruin.  <  Wherefore  in  all 
things  it  behoved  him  to  be  made  like  unto  his 
brethren,  that  he  might  be  a  merciful  and  faithful 
high  priest  in  things  pertaining  to  God,  to  make 
reconciliation  for  the  sins  of  the  people/  To 
suppose  therefore  that  what  Christ  did  and  suf- 
fered for  the  members  of  his  mystical  body,  is 
equally  applicable  to  those  who  make  no  part  of 
that  body,  is  repugnant  to  reason  and  to  scrip- 


ture 


If  the  will  of  God,  and   redemption,  were  sy- 
nonymous terms,  the  hypothesis  in  question  could 
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not  be  matter  of  dispute.  But  they  are  things 
totally  distinct.  Redemption  was  a  work  assigned 
to  Christ  as  absolutely  needful  to  forgiveness; 
and  the  execution  of  that  work  was  the  comple- 
tion of  God's  will.  'For  it  became  him,  for 
whom  are  all  things,  and  by  whom  are  all  things, 
in  bringing  many  sons  unto  glory,  to  make  the 
captain  of  their  salvation  perfect  through  suffer- 
ings/ Now  these  sufferings  were  absolutely  ne- 
cessary for  the  salvation  of  the  elect,  or  they 
were  not:  if  indispensably  necessary,  a  greater 
degree  of  suffering  could  not  righteously  be  in- 
flicted than  was  requisite  for  that  end;  or,  in 
other  words,  than  was  needful  to  answer  the 
claims  of  justice:  and  if  these  sufferings,  as  to 
duration  and  intenseness,  were  absolutely  requi- 
site for  the  deliverance  of  the  elect  from  final 
ruin;  how  is  the  benefit  of  these  sufferings  to 
extend  to  those  who  make  no  part  of  that  num- 
ber? For  if  our  blessed  Lord  endured  more  than 
the  least  possible  degree  of  suffering,  that  suf- 
fering could  not  be  the  result  of  mere  sovereignty 
in  him  who  will  'minister  judgment  to  the  peo- 
ple in  righteousness/  but  the  apportioned  desert 
of  imputed  sin.  It  is   repugnant  to  every  prin- 
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ciple  of  justice  to  suppose  that  these  sufferings 
exceeded  the  demerit  for  which  they  were  in- 
flicted; and  not  less  so  to  imagine  that  the  merit 
of  those  sufferings  extended  to  sin  that  it  never 
expiated. 

It  is,  I  think,  hardly  possible  to  conceive  of 
an  hypothesis  that  has  so  direct  a  tendency  to 
depreciate  the  work  of  Christ,  as  that  which 
makes  the  particularity  of  redemption  to  lie 
simply  in  the  will  of  God,  with  regard  to  its  ap- 
plication. For  if  the  application  be  an  exercise 
of  mere  sovereignty;  if  there  be  nothing  in  the 
sufferings  of  Christ  to  merit  and  secure  this  ap- 
plication; the  unutterable  blessing  might  with- 
out injustice  to  Christ  be  entirely  with-held;  and 
after  all  that  has  been  done  (were  such  the  will 
of  God)  not  a  single  soul  be  suffered  to  enter 
into  heaven. 

So  far,  however,  is  the  application  of  redemp- 
tion from  being  solely  ascribed  to  the  sovereign 
pleasure  of  God,  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  a 
prerogative  expressly  assigned  to  Christ  as  me- 
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diator;  unto  whom  power  and  dominion  were 
given  over  all  flesh,  with  a  special  intention  that 
he  should  give  eternal  life  to  as  many  as  had 
been  given  to  him  by  the  Father  in  the  everlast- 
ing covenant.  John  xvii.  1.  2. 

On  the  same  grounds  proceeded  the  admirable 
petitions  of  our  Lord  in  an  other  part  of  the 
same  chapter.  The  heavenly  blessedness  is 
not  asked  for  his  disciples  as  a  boon,  but,  in 
virtue  of  his  own  ransom,  as  a  matter  of  right. 
i  Father,  I  will  that  they  whom  thou  hast  given 
me,  be  with  me  where  I  am;  that  they  may  be- 
hold my  glory,  which  thou  hast  given  me:  for 
thou  lovedst  me  before  the  foundation  of  the 
world/ 

This  language,  as  it  respects  the  salvation  of 
those  for  whom  Christ  laid  down  his  life,  is  in 
perfect  harmony  with  his  answer  to  those  Jews 
who  cavilled  at  his  mission  and  his  character. — 
6  Ye  believe  not,  because  ye  are  not  of  my  sheep, 
as  I  said  unto  you.  My  sheep  hear  my  voice, 
and  I  know  them,  and  they  follow  me:  and  I 
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give  unto  them  eternal  life;  and  they  shall  never 
perish,  neither  shall  any  man  pluck  them  out  of 
my  hand. 

The  sinner  who  dies  in  his  sins,  will  undoubt- 
edly suffer,  in  his  own  person,  the  curse  of  the 
law  as  the  just  recompense  of  crime.  By  this 
curse,  however,  we  are  not  to  understand  the 
punishment  denounced  against  sin  in  the  aggre- 
gate, but  the  punishment  connected  with  his 
own  personal  transgressions.  So,  when  it  is  said, 
That  Christ  hath  redeemed  us  from  the  curse  of 
the  law,  being  made  a  curse  for  us;  it  is  not  to 
be  supposed  that  he  sustained  the  aggregate  pu- 
nishment denounced  by  the  law  against  the  whole 
of  our  apostate  race;  for,  were  this  the  case,  one 
man  is  as  much  redeemed  as  another,  and  on  the 
ground  of  that  redemption  should,  injustice  to 
Christ,  be  exempt  from  suffering;  but  that  curse, 
or  debt  of  suffering,  which  attached  to  those  on 
whose  account  he  became  a  Surety,  whose  sins 
were  imputed  to  him,  and  with  which  he  became, 
by  his  infinitely  gracious  and  voluntary  consent, 
legally  chargeable. 
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It  was  for  his  sheep  that  our  blessed  Lord  laid 
down  his  life.  '  He  bore  the  guilt  of  no  others 
than  those  to  whom  he  is  a  head,  who  are  his 
Body,  and  for  whom  he  became  a  Surety.  For 
that  was  the  foundation  on  which  sin  was  im- 
puted to  him:  and  therefore  the  sins  of  such 
persons  only  were  imputed  to  him  who  are  re- 
lated to  him  as  members.  They  are  the  Church 
which  he  loved,  and  gave  himself  for  it,  that  he 
might  present  it  to  himself  a  glorious  Church, 
not  having  spot  or  wrinkle,  or  any  such  thing; 
but,  that  it  should  be  holy  and  without  blemish.* 

If  this  statement  be  denied,  and  it  be  said, 
That  Christ  sustained  the  curse  denounced 
against  sin  in.  the  aggregate;  then  all  men  are 
redeemed  from  that  curse,  and  all  must  be  saved. 
But  the  fact  is  otherwise:  numbers  perish  in 
their  sins;  suffer  me  therefore  to  ask,  with  an 
qld  Member  of  Parliament,  when  addressing  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln,  s  If  the  Saviour  bore  the  sins 
of  every  individual,  and  blotted  them  out  by  his 
Qwn  atoning  blood,  how  comes  it  that  any  pe- 
rish?'   Surely  it  will  not  be   said,  That  Christ 
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•^deemed  those  from  the  curse  of  the  law,  who 
buffer  that  curse  in  their  own  persons!  The  sup- 
position is  absurd. 

Now  what  is  the  curse  of  the  law,  but  the  in* 
ion  of  the  evil  of  suffering  for  the  evil  of  sin? 
If  therefore  Christ  suffered  for  those  that  perish, 
he  must  have  effected  their  redemption;  but  if 
he  did  not  suffer  for  them,  he  must  (unless  a  part 
be  equal  to  the  whole)  have  suffered  less  than  he 
would  have  done,  had  the  weight  of  their  suf- 
ferings been  added  to  what  he  endured  for  the 
redemption  of  those  who  will  finally  be  saved. 
This  conclusion  will,  I  think,  inevitably  follow 
from  the  certainty  of  there  being  degrees  of  pu- 
nishment in  a  future  state.  There  is  no  penal 
suffering  but  for  sin,  and  so  much  suffering  as  is 
deducted  from  what  sin  in  the  aggregate  de- 
merits, must  in  such  proportion  unquestionably 
lessen  those  sufferings. 

That  evangelical  prophet  Isaiah,  says,  when 
refering  to  the  humiliation-and  sufferings  of  our 
Lord,  The  chastisement  of  our  peace  was  upon 
him,  and  with  his  stripes  we  are  healed.  <  Now 
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observes  Mr.  Brooks,  because  some  produce  this 
scripture  to  justify  that  corrupt  doctrine  of  uni- 
versal redemption,  give  me  leave  to  argue  thus 
from  it:  That  chastisement  for  sin  which  was 
laid  upon  the  person  of  Jesus  Christ,  procured 
peace  for  them  for  whom  he  was  so  chastised; 
but  there  was  no  peace  procured  for  the  repro- 
bate, or  those  who  should  never  believe;  and 
therefore  the  chastisement  of  their  sin  was  not 
laid  upon  Christ.  Further;  by  his  stripes  we 
are  healed:  whence  I  reason  thus;  the  stripes  in- 
dicted upon  Christ,  are  intended,  and  do  become 
healing  medicines  for  them  for  whom  they  are 
inflicted;  but  they  never  become  healing  medi- 
cines for  reprobates  or  unbelievers;  and  there- 
fore their  stripes  were  not  laid  upon  Christ.' 

The  learned  Du  Moulin,  who  was  chosen  to 
represent  the  French  Protestants  at  the  Synod 
of  Dort,  observes,  when  speaking  on  this  sub- 
ject, <  If  Christ  by  his  death  obtained  recon- 
ciliation for  Cain,  Pharaoh,  Judas,  Sec.  it 
must  needs  be  that  Christ  redeemed  them: 
but  he  hath  not  redeemed  them,  because  they 
always  do,  and  shall  remain  captive:  nor  is  it 
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credible  that  Christ  would  pay  the  price  of 
redemption  for  them  whom  he  knew  were  never 
to  be  freed;  or  that  Satan  would  take  away 
those  souls  redeemed  by  Christ  with  so  great  a 
price.' 

*  Christ,  says  Dr.  Manton,  will  infallibly,  and 
without  miscarrying,  obtain  the  end  of  his  death. 
He  died  not  at  uncertainties,  nor  laid  down  his 
life  at  a  venture,  that  some  might  be  saved  if 
they  would;  but  his  intention  is  fixed.  He  laid 
down  his  life  for  his  sheep,  John  x.  17;  for  his 
Church,  Ephes.  v.  26;  for  his  people.  These 
expressions  are  exclusive;  those  and  not  all.' 

The  four  divines  who  appeared  at  the  Synod 
of  Dort,  in  behalf  of  the  English  church;  viz. 
the  Bishops  Carleton,  Hall,  Salisbury,  and  Dr. 
Ward,  remark,  when  writing  to  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  on  the  subject  of  redemption — 
i  Nor  do  we,  with  the  Remonstrants,  leave  at 
large  the  benefit  of  our  Saviour's  death,  as  only 
propounded  loosely  to  all — but  we  expressly 
avouch,  for  the  behoof  of  the  elect,  a  special 
intention,  both  in  Christ's  offering,  and  God  the 

K  2 


j  4  THOUGHTS  ON  THE 

Father  accepting:  and  from  that  intention,  a 
particular  application  of  that  sacrifice,  by  con- 
ferring faith,  and  other  gifts,  infallibly  bringing 
the  elect  to  salvation.' 

Redemption  by  Christ ( is,  remarks  Mr.  Top- 
lady,  not  that  random  and  precarious  thing  which 
the  Arminiun  scheme  pretends.  The  salvation 
he  wrought  does  not  lie  at  sixes  and  sevens.  It 
is  by  no  means  unsettled,  uncertain,  or  undeter- 
mined. The  dignity  of  his  divine  person,  the 
infinite  value  of  his  obedience  and  sacrifice,  to- 
gether with  the  justice  of  his  Almighty  Father 
to  whom  the  inestimable  price  was  paid,  render 
it  impossible  that  any  single  soul  should  perish 
for  whom  such  a  Redeemer  died.' 

The  very  learned  and  excellent  Dr.  Ames, 
who,  Neale  tells  us,  was  one  of  the  most  acute 
controversial  writers  of  his  age,  remarks  (speak- 
ing of  redemption)  <  The  application  of  Redemp- 
tion is  the  end  and  effect  of  impetration.  But 
seeing  the  end  is  intended  by  God  the  Father 
and  Christ,  it  hath  a  certain  connexion  with 
impetration  as  with  its  means.  For  if  the  re- 
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demption  of  Christ  were  of  incertain  event,  then 
the  Father  should  appoint  the  Son  to  death,  and 
the  Son  also  should  undergo  it,  being  yet  uncer- 
tain whether  any  would  be  saved  by  it  or  no; 
then  also  all  the  fruit  of  this  mystery  should  de- 
pend upon  the  free  will  of  man. 

*  Hence  application  is  altogether  of  the  same 
latitude  with  redemption  itself;  that  is,  the  re- 
demption of  Christ  is  applied  to  all  and  only 
those  for  whom  it  was  obtained  by  the  intention 
of  Christ  and  the  Father.5 

Mr.  Gillespie,  when  speaking  of  the  covenant 
of  redemption,  observes,  that  there  was  a  i  defi- 
nite certain  number  of  redeemed  ones  agreed 
upon,  for  whom  Christ  should  pay  a  price;  he 
was  not  Surety  and  undertaker  for  all  mankind, 
nor  for  all  the  visible  church  to  whom  the  gospel 
shall  be  preached;  for  his  undertaking  is  no 
wider  nor  larger  than  his  dying,  purchasing  re- 
demption, bearing  iniquity,  praying,  &c.  these 
being  of  equal  extent  and  efficacy— Christ  was 
not  an  undertaker  for  a  people  under  any  general 
notions  or  qualifications   (such    as   them  that 
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should  believe  on  him,  or  the  like)  not  knowing 
definitely  who  the  persons  were:  but  he  was 
surety  and  undertaker  only  for  the  elect,  and  for 
a  definite  number  of  people,  who  were  by  num- 
ber and  name  given  to  him  by  the  Father,  and 
received  by  him  to  be  redeemed  by  his  blood — 
they  are  described  as  those  whom  the  Father 
gave  unto  Christ,  John  xvii.  3,  6,  9,  11;  and  vi. 
37,  39;  who  were  chosen  in  him,  Eph.  i.  4; 
whose  names  are  written  in  the  book  of  life,  and 
in  the  Lamb's  book  of  life;  as  if  the  Father 
who  gave  them  to  Christ,  and  kept  one  record 
of  their  number  and  names,  and  the  Lord  Medi- 
ator, who  undertook  for  them,  had  kept  another; 
Rev.  xx.  12;  and  xxi.  27. 9 

The  learned  Gill  says,  in  his  reply  to  Di% 
Whitby  on  the  subject  of  redemption,  <  1  firmly 
believe  that  Christ  died  for  all  the  elect  of  God, 
and  them  only;  that  by  his  death  he  has  pro- 
cured for  them  actual  pardon,  reconciliation,  and 
salvation,  and  that  in  consequence  of  the  abso- 
lute and  unconditional  covenant  of  grace  being 
ratified  and  confirmed  by  his  blood,  faith  and 
repentance  are  bestowed  upon,  and  wrought  in 
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these  persons,  not  as  conditions,  but  as  blessings 
of  that  covenant;  in  which  way  they  are  brought 
to  the  full  enjoyment  of  that  salvation  Christ 
has  obtained  for  them.' 

What  the  excellent  Dr.  John  Erskine  observes 
concerning  Jesus  swallowing  up  death  in  victory, 
is  applicable  to  the  subject  of  redemption.  'It 
was  obtained  for  a  chosen  number;  not,  as  some 
say,  conditionally  for  all,  certainly  for  none.  A 
matter,  wherein  the  glory  of  God  and  the  happi* 
ness  of  mankind  were  so  deeply  concerned,  was 
of  too  great  consequence  to  be  left  to  the  preca- 
rious determination  of  man's  free  will.  God  tried 
free  will  in  a  state  of  innocence;  and  it  failed  in 
the  trial:  and  do  you  think  that  God  wUl  commit 
the  success  of  his  important  schemes  to  the  casual 
choice  of  free  will  in  Adam's  depraved  offspring? 
To  this  chosen  number,  all  of  every  tongue,  kin- 
dred, and  nation,  who  believe  in  Jesus,  assuredly 
belong.  Faith  unfeigned  is  as  sure  a  sign  of  elec- 
tion, as  the  rising  sun  is  of.  approaching  day. 
Doubt  not  this,  from  a  sense  of  your  unworthiness. 
It  is  a  victory  wholly  of  grace.  Grace  contrived, 
and   grace    accomplished  it:  and  all  your   tri- 
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umphant  shoutings  when  you  come  forth  from 
your  graves  at  the  last  day  shall  be, c  Grace,  grace.' 
The  victory  was  gained  by  a  person  so  near  to 
you,  that  none  can  be  more  so;  even  by  your 
own  head  and  husband,  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ: 
and  it  was  obtained  by  Christ,  at  the  call  and 
appointment  of  him,  who  is  in  covenant  with  you 
as  your  God  and  Father.5 

In  disputing  with  the  advocates  for  general 
redemption,  it  is  common,  and  proper,  to  re- 
mark, That  if  all  men  are  redeemed  and  all  are 
not  saved,  Christ  must,  in  reference  to  them  that 
perish,  have  died  in  vain.  Should  this  forcible 
objection  be  urged  by  those  who,  in  contending 
for  particular  redemption,  assert  that  the  suffer- 
ings of  our  Lord  would  not  have  been  greater 
had  he  died  for  the  salvation  of  every  individual 
of  mankind;  might  it  not  be  successfully  re- 
torted, That  as  these  sufferings  are  allowedly  in- 
capable of  addition,  they  must  be  adequate  to 
the  salvation  of  all  men;  and  that  therefore  the 
objection  of  Christ's  dying  in  vain,  is  no  more 
chargeable  on  the  doctrine  of  general  than  on 
particular  redemption?  The  Respondent,  in  this 
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case,  will  stand  on  firm  ground:  and  though  I 
am  far  from  saying,  with  Bishop  Tomline,  That 
<  there  is  no  class  of  writers  in  whom  we  find 
so  many  inconsistencies  as  in  those  who  maintain 
Calvinistic  opinions,'  yet  I  think  these  writers 
will  find  considerable  difficulty  in  extricating 
themselves  from  this  dilemma.  Nor  do  I  think 
that  any  thing  could  consistently  be  alleged 
against  the  pertinency  of  such  a  reply  by  those 
who  suppose  that  the  particularity  of  redemption 
lies  in  its  application.  For  if  there  be  any  re- 
demption at  all,  and  words  have  any  meaning, 
the  very  exception  implies  that  it  is  general. 

Bishop  Tomline  observes,  when  speaking  on 
this  subject,  '  If  the  redemption  purchased  by 
the  death  of  Christ  be  confined  to  the  elect,  the 
design  of  Christ's  coming  into  the  world  was  to 
save  the  elect,  and  the  elect  only,  and  not  to  save 
sinners  in  general.' 

This  conclusion  appears  to  me  correct  and 
scriptural.  His  Lordship  however  thinks  other- 
wise; and  so  did  Mr.  Baxter,  when,  in  his  zeal 
for  a  favourite  hypothesis,  he  charged  Dr.  Owen 
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with  asserting,  '  That  Christ  was  given  to  the 
elect  mare  than  others.'  This  charge  however 
was  not  founded  in  fact:  for,  remarks  the  Doctor, 
I  say  '  That  he  was  not  given  as  a  Mediator, 
price,  and  ransom  for  any  other  at  ail!' 

But  though  the  conclusion  drawn  by  the  learn- 
ed Prelate  does  not  harmonize  with  his  own 
views  of  redemption,  it  is  nevertheless  in  perfect 
unison  with  the  strains  sung  by  those  who  were 
much  better  qualified  to  comprehend  the  full 
import  of  redemption,  than  any  of  their  mili- 
tant brethren  upon  earth.  <  And  the  four  and 
twenty  elders  fell  down  before  the  Lamb,  hav- 
ing every  one  of  them  harps,  and  golden  vials 
full  of  odours,  which  are  the  prayers  of  saints: 
and  they  sung  a  new  song,  saying,  Thou  art  wor- 
thy to  take  the  book,  and  to  open  the  seals 
thereof:  for  thou  wast  slain,  and  hast  redeemed 
us  to  God  by  thy  blood  out  of  every  kindred, 
and  tongue,  and  people,  and  nation.* 

The  happy  spirits  engaged  in  this  delightful 
song,  were  far  from  considering  redemption  as 
general.  For  if  those  from  among  whom  they 
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had  been  taken,  had  been  likewise  redeemed, 
which,  if  redemption  be  general,  they  must;  their 
discriminating  language  is  not  appropriate;  it  is 
not  intelligible. 

The  redemption  here  spoken  of,  says  Dr. 
Guyse,  is  '  that  which  Christ  made  by  his  blood, 
and  is  said  to  be  out  of  every  kindred,  and  tongue, 
and  people,  and  nation;  which  language  carries 
the  strongest  intimation,  that  Christ  paid  the 
price  of  redemption  not  for  every  individual  of 
them,  but  for  some  from  among  them  all.' 

The  inference  which  Bishop  Tomline  has  de- 
duced from  the  sentiments  of  his  opponents, 
comprehends  the  doctrine  that  is  generally  con- 
sidered as  applicable  to  those  denominated  Cal- 
vinists;  though  there  are  many  individuals  so 
called,  who,  with  reference  to  the  extent  of 
Redemption,  see  the  subject  in  a  very  different 
light;  among  whom  will  be  found  some  of  his 
Lordship's  opponents. 

4  What  we  (modern  Calvinists)  maintain  is,  says 
Dr.  E.  Williams,  That  all  mankind  are  in  a  state 
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of  guilt  and  sinful  imbecility — that  God  foresaw 
this  from  eternity — that  he  therefore  predesti- 
nated an  adequate  remedy  in  the  sacrifice  of 
Christ — that  this  should  be  announced  to  men, 
as  commensurate  to  the  evil. — We  further  main- 
tain that  there  was  not  in  the  present  state  of 
man,  any  ground  of  certainty  that  any  one,  with- 
out preventing  gracious  influence,  would  avail 
himself  of  the  proposed  remedy — and  therefore 
that  God  predestinated,  under  the  direction  of 
infinite  wisdom,  to  influence  the  hearts  of  some, 
i,  e.  those  who  are  finally  glorified,  to  repent,  be- 
lieve, obey,  and  persevere  in  a  holy  course,  as 
the  way  to  everlasting  happiness/ 

To  select  means  that  shall  infallibly  accomplish 
the  end  for  which  they  were  adopted,  has,  I  be- 
lieve, generally  been  considered  as  an  evidence 
of  sound  wisdom:  but  in  this  case,  we  behold 
the  Author  of  all  wisdom  devising  means  that 
are  at  variance  with  the  end;  or,  in  other  words, 
predestinating  a  remedy  commensurate  to  an 
evil,  afid  then  decreeing  that  only  a  part  of  those 
involved  in  that  evil,  shall  participate  the  re- 
medy. 
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If  it  be  a  thing  below  the  prudence  of  men, 
lay  down  a  price  without  securing  the  pur- 
chase; then,  surely,  says  Mr.  Coles,  the  wisdom 
of  God  could  not  determine  the  death  of  his  Son 
for  men's  salvation,  and  yet  leave  the  salvation 
of  those  very  men  at  an  uncertainty;  which  it 
must  have  been,  if  their  election  were  not  absolute, 

For  this  twofold  predestination  I  see  no  scrip- 
tural warrant.  The  sentiment  is,  in  my  view, 
dishonourable  to  the  righteous  government  of 
God:  it  represents  the  Almighty  as  doing  that 
which  no  wise  and  good  man,  who  had  power  to 
counteract  whatever  might  frustrate  his  purpose, 
would  attempt  to  do.  If  the  remedy  be  i  com- 
mensurate to  the  evil/  so  must  the  cure;  other- 
wise it  is  not  commensurate. 

If  it  be  said,  That  the  means  of  relief  exhi- 
bited to  those  who  are  saved,  are  likewise  exhi- 
bited to  them  that  perish;  this,  were  it  truev 
(which  in  unnumbered  millions  of  instances  it  is 
not)  is  saying  nothing,  because  that  which  is  es- 
sential to  render  the  means  beneficial  to  one*. is 
purposely  withheld  from  the  other 
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If,  for  the  redemption  of  a  lost  and  perisMng 
world,  the  immutable  and  infinitely  wise  God, 
have  i  predestinated  a  remedy  commensurate  to 
the  evil;'  shall  we  not  say  of  this  remedy  as  the 
Lord,  by  the  prophet,  said  in  another  case?  i  For 
as  the  rain  cometh  down,  and  the  snow  from  hea- 
ven, and  returneth  not  thither,  but  watereth  the 
earth,  and  maketh  it  bring  forth  and  bud,  that 
it  may  give  seed  to  the  sower,  and  bread  to  the 
eater:  so  shall  my  word  be  that  goeth  out  of  my 
mouth:  it  shall  not  return  unto  me  void,  but  it 
shall  accomplish  that  which  I  please,  and  it  shall 
prosper  in  the  thing  whereto  I  sent  it.5  If  there- 
fore all  men  are  redeemed,  all  must  be  saved^  or 
the  remedy  in  this  case  does  not  prosper  in  the 
thing  for  which  it  was  sent* 

But  though  this  sensible  writer  has,  in  the 
above  quotation,  advocated  the  cause  of  general 
redemption,  he  elsewhere  seems  to  speak  a  dif- 
ferent language.  We  think,  he  remarks,  <  That 
our  blessed  Saviour  voluntarily  engaging  to  hum- 
ble himself  to  become  incarnate  c  for  us  men  and 
our  salvation,'  and  was  obedient  unto  death,  the 
accursed  death  of  the  cross,   contained  the  na« 
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ture  of  a  federal  condition,  on  the  performance 
of  which  he  acquired  a  right  of  suretyship  to 
give  eternal  life  to  as  many  as  the  Father  gave 
him  to  be  redeemed.'  Now  that  many  cannot  be 
all,  but  must  be  exclusive  of  some,  is,  I  think, 
pretty  evident.  If  therefore  i  all  mankind  are  in 
a  state  of  guilt  and  sinful  imbecility/  and  only 
*  many  were  given  to  be  redeemed;5  how  is  the 
remedy  '  commensurate  to  the  evil?*  Can  any  be 
saved  who  are  not  redeemed? 

It  may  perhaps  be  questioned  whether  the 
views  of  those  denominated  by  Dr.  Williamsr 
Modern  Calvinists,  are  strictly  in  unison  with 
the  sentiments  of  that  eminent  reformer.  If  Dr. 
Whitaker's  statement  be  correct,  they  are  evi- 
dently at  variance.  *  If,  remarks  the  Doctor, 
the  real  peculiarities  of  the  great  theologian 
(Calvin)  and  profound  reasoner  (for  such  he  was) 
he  who  gave  name  to  this  system,  may  be  per- 
mitted to  state  for  himself,  they  are  limited  to 
the  following  propositions: 

i  That,  by  a  sovereign   act  of  his  will,  the  Al- 
mighty did,  from  all  eternity,  predestinate  a  cer- 
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tain  portion  of  the  human  race  to  everlasting  hap- 
piness, without  any  antecedent  respect  to  their 
future  character  and  conduct. 

6  That,  in  the  fulness  of  time,  he  sent  forth  his 
son  into  the  world,  to  offer  himself  as  a  propi- 
tiatory sacrifice  for  the  elect  alone.  That,  whom 
he  had  predestinated  to  happiness  as  an  ejid,  he 
predestinated  to  holiness  as  a  means.  That,  in 
consequence,  he  bestows,  with  the  same  limita- 
tion, his  grace  and  Holy  Spirit,  as  the  instru- 
mental cause  of  faith,  repentance,  and  obedience 
upon  the  elect. 

4  Next,  that  grace  is  efficacious,  a  softer  term 
for  irresistible;  whence  it  follows,  that  the  will 
of  man  is  wholry  passive  in  the  work. 

'  And,  lastly  that  they,  who  have  once  re- 
ceived this  divine  gift,  can  never  fall'  (finally.) 

Whether  this  system  can  be  fairly  attributed  to 
the  eminent  Calvin,  or  not;  it  is  consistent  and 
scriptural:  the  parts  harmonize  with  each  other, 
which  cannot  be  said  of  that  adopted  by  those 
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whom  Dr.  Williams  denominated  modern  Cal- 
vinists. 

That  Bishop  Tomline's  Refutation  of  Calvin- 
ism should  have  met  with  opponents,  cannot  be 
matter  of  surprise.  On  the  subject  of  redemp- 
tion, some  of  the  respondents  differ  very  little 
from  his  Lordship;  and  so  far  as  that  important 
doctrine  is  concerned,  the  best,  and  indeed  the 
only  satisfactory  answer  I  have  seen,  appeared  in 
the  Gospel  Magazine  for  May,  1812,  and  was 
written  by  that  venerable  minister  of  Christy  Mr, 
Rowles.  But  I  must  not  proceed,  except  to  beg 
you  to  excuse  the  length  of  my  letter,  and  to  say 
that  I  am  very  respectfully, 

Yours,  &x, 
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LETTER  III. 


The  law  of  God  exact  he  shall  fulfil 

Both  by  obedience  and  by  love,  though  love 

Alone  fulfil  the  law;  thy  punishment 

He  shall  endure — 

MILTON, 


1  Eave,  my  dear  Sir,  to  acknowledge  the  re- 
ceipt of  your  obliging  favour,  in  which  you  re- 
quest me  to  be  more  explicit  in  giving  my  reasons 
for  thinking  that  our  Lord  was  really  punished 
for  the  sins  of  those  who  shall  eventually  be 
saved.  My  thoughts  on  this  subject  have  long 
been  before  the  public,  but  as  they  have  never 
come  under  your  notice,  some  of  them  shall  b« 
included  in  the  remarks  now  transmitted  for 
your  perusal  and  reflection. 

In  complying  with  your  request,  suffer  me  to 
ask  what  it  is  that  stands  in  the  way  of  a  sin- 
ner's everlasting  happiness?  Is  it  not  the  divine 
law  to  which  he  is  amenable,  and  which  in  a 
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thousand  instances  he  has  grossly  violated?  'For 
as  many  as  are  of  the  works  of  the  law  are  under 
the  curse:  for  it  is  written,  Cursed  is  every  one 
that  continueth  not  in  all  things  which  are  writ- 
ten in  the  book  of  the  law  to  do  them.5 

I  take  for  granted  that  this  law  is  founded  in 
righteousness;  that  it  enjoins  nothing  but  what 
is  perfectly  just;  that  it  prohibits  nothing  but 
what  is  destructive  of  our  own  happiness,  and 
inimical  to  the  holiness  of  God,  and  the  honour 
of  his  government.  'Wherefore  the  law  is  holy, 
and  the  commandment  holy,  and  just,  and  good 
— The  judgments  of  the  Lord  are  truj  and  right- 
eous altogether.'  If,  therefore,  it  be  allowed 
that  these  injunctions  and  prohibitions  are 
founded  in  righteousness,  so  must  the  sanction 
by  which  they  are  enforced;  for  He,  whose  do- 
minion is  a  righteous  dominkm,  could  never 
constitute  an  unrighteous  sanction  the  guardian 
of  righteous  precepts. 

We  are  told  by  one  who  was  well  acquainted 
with  the  perfection  and  extent  of  the  divine  law, 
That  it  is  summarily  comprehended  in  love  to 
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God  and  love  to  man.  Now  if  the  love  of  God 
and  of  our  neighbour  be  indispensable  duties,  the 
reverse  of  these  must  be  capital  crimes;  and  to 
execute  the  curse  denounced  in  case  of  transgres- 
sion, is  not  an  act  of  sovereignty  but  of  justice. 
1  For  justice  being  a  natural  and  necessary  excel- 
lence in  God,  hath  an  unchangeable  respect  to 
the  qualities  which  are  in  the  creatures:  that 
as  the  Divine  goodness  is  necessarily  exercised 
towards  a  creature  perfectly  holy,  so  Justice  is  in 
punishing  the, guilty,  unless  a  satisfaction  inter- 
vene. And  if  it  be  not  possible,  considering  the 
perfection  of  the  Deity,  that  holiness  should  be 
unrewarded,  far  less  can  it  be  that  sin  should  be 
unpunished:  since  the  exercise  of  justice,  upon 
which  punishment  depends,  is  more  necessary 
than  that  of  goodness,  which  is  the  cause  of 
remuneration.  For  the  rewards  which  bounty 
dispenses  are  pure  favours,  whereas  the  punish- 
ments which  justice  inflicts,  are  due.  In  short5 
since  justice  is  a  perfection,  it  is  in  God  in  a  su- 
preme degree,  and  being  infinite  it  is  inflexible.* 

No  law,  human  or  divine,  founded  in  equity 
and  given  as  a  rule  of  moral  conduct,  can  dis~ 
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pense  with  a  breach  of  its  commands.  Were 
a  desperate  assassin  to  plunge  a  dagger  into  the 
bosom  of  his  most  inveterate  enemy,  the  law  of 
his  country  would  demand  his  life  as  an  atone- 
ment for  the  crime: — it  could  not  do  otherwise. 
It  is  allowed,  indeed,  that  the  murderous  villain 
might  escape  the  penalty  of  death  by  the  inter- 
vention of  a  pardon;  but  for  this  pardon  he 
would  not  be  indebted  to  the  benignity  of  the 
law,  but  to  the  unjust  interposition  of  his  prince. 
The  law  would  remain  invariably  the  same:  it 
must  ever  view  him  as  a  notorious  transgressor; 
and  unless  its  requirements  be  granted,  or  its 
Tiolated  honours  amply  restored,  oppose  all  his 
efforts  to  obtain  liberty  or  to  preserve  life. 

Now  thus  it  stands  with  sinful  man  and  the 
righteous  governor  of  the  world.  The  law 
which  was  given  as  the  standard  of  obedience, 
has,  in  numberless  instances,  been  violated  with- 
out remorse  and  without  shame;  and  its  lan- 
guage to  the  candidate  for  eternal  happiness  on 
the  ground  of  human  worthiness  is,  Pay  me  that 
thou  ow  jst! — c  Cursed  is  every  one  that  conri- 
nueth  not  in  all  things  written  in  the   book  of 
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the  law  to  do  them.*  This  demand  is  founded  in 
righteousness,  and  can  neither  be  evaded  nor 
complied  with  by  the  culprit;  he  lies  under  an 
arrest  of  justice;  and  unless  the  demands  of  the 
claimant  be  answered  by  the  sinner  himself,  or 
by  some  one  appointed  in  his  stead,  he  must  re- 
main perpetually  a  debtor,  and  feel  the  weight 
of  its  sentence  for  ever. 

The  holy  and  blessed  God  will  not,  nay,  (let 
me  speak  with  profound  reverence)  he  cannot 
absolve  a  rational  creature  from  obligation  to 
moral  precepts  given  for  the  direction  of  his 
conduct;  for  this  would  be  a  practical  declara- 
tion, That  aversion  from  himself,  and  hatred  of 
our  neighbour,  are  not  crimes.  i  God  does  not 
hate  sin,  because  he  has  by  his  law  forbid  it,  says 
the  late  excellent  Robert  Hall,  but  has  forbid  it, 
because  it  is  what  he  lothes  as  contrary  to   his 

holy   nature -Punishment  of  sin   ariseth  not 

from  divine  sovereignty,  but  from  the  essential 
purity,  dignity,  and  rectitude  of  Jehovah's  na- 
ture; there  was  a  necessity  for  Christ,  as  the 
surety,  to  endure  the  penalty  [of  the  law]  in 
order  to  his  people's  enjoying  a  pardon;  for  sin 
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is  so  abominable  in  God's  sight,  so  contrary  to 
his  pure  nature,  that  punishment  for  it  cannot  be 
dispensed  with;  a  sinner  as  such  cannot  be  safe. 
Hence  there  was  a  necessity  for  Jesus  the  Saviour 
to  put  away  sin  by  the  sacrifice  of  himself,  to 
endure  the  curse  that  his  people  might  be  ex- 
empted from  sin's  demerit,  enjoy  heavenly  bless- 
ings, and  wear  the  celestial  crown.' 

Mr.  Lancaster  observes,  when  speaking  on  this 
subject  in  his  vindication  of  the  Gospel,  <  The 
holy  law  of  God  is  the  express  stamp  of  the 
essential  justice  of  God;  God  had  not  declared 
his  justice  if  he  had  suffered  the  transgression 
of  his  law  to  pass  without  a  satisfaction.  That 
therefore  God  might  declare  his  justice,  every 
transgression  against  his  law  must  receive  a  just 
recompense  of  reward,  either  by  a  Mediator,  or 
by  the  law  and  the  curse  thereof  passing  through 
the  justice  of  God  upon  all  mankind.  Now  God 
hath  redeemed  his  elect  and  justified  ones,  from 
the  sentence  of  the  law  or  first  covenant;  yet  so 
that  there  is  no  impeachment  of  that  justice  ma- 
nifested in  the  law,  but  rather  a  full  declaration 
and   vindication  of  it.  Because  he  hath  substi- 
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luted  his  own  Son  to  be  made  a  curse  for  us,  te 
give  satisfaction  unto  justice  in  our  behalf.  That 
so  he  might  be  just,  that  is,  show^himself  a  just 
and  righteous  God,  not  only  in  letting  none  of 
the  righteousness  of  the  law  fall  to  the  ground 
without  a  full  satisfaction,  but  chiefly  that  he 
might  be  the  justifier  of  him  that  believeth  in 
Jesus.  For  that  also  is  a  principal  end  of  the 
satisfaction  to  the  law,  or  redemption  by  Jesus 
Christ,  that  God  might  without  the  impeachment 
of  justice  pronounce  the  believer  in  Jesus  to  be 
just  and  innocent;  and  even  in  the  eye  of  justice 
free  from  fault  and  blame.' 

It  is  therefore  a  capital  mistake  to  imagine 
that  the  righteous  Legislator  of  the  universe 
may,  or  may  not  punish  sin.  Punishment  is,  in 
this  case,  not  an  act  of  sovereignty  but  of  vindi- 
catory justice:  it  necessarily  results  from  the 
supreme  perfection  of  God.  Sin  cannot  exist 
but  in  opposition  to  the  purity  of  his  nature  and 
the  rectitude  of  his  government.  While  there- 
fore it  is  suffered  to  remain  in  his  dominions,  it 
must  be  the  object  of  his  abhorrence;  and  what, 
as   Ruler   of  the   world,  he  cannot   but  punish 
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either  in  the  person  of  the  sinner  or  in  his  sub- 
stitute. 

That  it  is  the  property  of  vindicatory  justice 
to  punish  sin,  4  the  scripture,  says  the  learned 
Witsius,  tells  us  in  a  hundred  places;  and  here- 
tics impudently  cavil  when  they  assert  it  to  be 
the  work,  not  so  much  of  divine  justice,  as  of 
wrath  and  passion.  They  unadvisedly  disjoin 
what  the  apostle  has  conjoined,  when  he  speaks 
of  the  day  of  wrath,  and  of  the  righteous  judg- 
ment of  God.  And  what  is  God's  wrath  other 
than  that  ready  disposition  of  the  divine  mind  to 
do  that  which  his  hatred  of  sin,  justice  toward 
the  sinner,  and  his  character  as  the  Supreme 
Judge,  do  require? Christ  satisfied  the  vin- 
dictive justice  of  God,  not  only  for  our  good, 
but  also  in  our  room,  by  enduring  those  most 
dreadful  sufferings,  both  in  soul  and  body,  which 
we  had  deserved,  and  from  which  he,  by  under- 
going them,  did  so  deliver  us,  that  they  could 
not,  with  the  wrath  and  curse  of  God,  as  the 
proper  punishment  of  our  sin,  be  inflicted  on  us. 
If  there  is  any  point  in  our  divinity  accurately 
proved,  and  solidly  defended  against  the  excep- 
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tions  of  the  Socinians,  by  illustrious  persons  in  the 
church,  it  is  certainly  this;  which  I  choose  not 
to  repeat;  desiring  the  reader  to  fetch  the  argu- 
ments from  a  Grotius,  a  Junius,  a  Turrettine,  a 
Hoornbeeck,  an  Essenius,  and  the  like  renowned 
heroes;  which  will  bafHe  all  the  efforts  of  the 
adversaries  properly  to  answer.' 

It  has  been  said  by  Socinian  writers,  and  by 
others  who  own  that  a  satisfaction  is  made,  and 
who  admit  the  fitness  and  expedience  of  it,  That 
God  could  forgive  sin,  and  save  sinners  without 
a  satisfaction.  But  this,  as  the  learned  Dr.  Gill 
remarks,  <  is  giving  up  the  point;  for  if  it  is 
fitting  and  expedient  to  be  done,  it  is  necessary; 
for  whatever  is  fitting  to  be  done  in  the  affair 
of  salvation,  God  cannot  but  do  it,  or  will  it 
to  be  done.' 

As  God  is  an  holy  God,  says  that  excellent 
prelate,  Bishop  Hopkins,  i  so  he  infinitely  hates 
sin;  and  as  he  is  a  just  God,  so  he  will  assuredly 
punish  it.  Not  a  soul  of  man  shall  escape,  not  a 
sin  pass  by  without  having  its  due  curse;  yea, 
we  find  God  so   hates  sin,  that  when  he  found 
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but  the  imputation  of  it  upon  his  own  Son, 
Divine  vengeance  would  not  suffer  him  to  es- 
cape, but  loads  him  with  sorrows,  and  fills  his 
soul  with  darkness  and  agonies,  nails  him  to  the 
cross,  and  there  exacts  from  him  a  dreadful 
recompense,  which  he  was  fain  to  make  good 
to  the  utmost  demand  of  his  Father's  justice 
before  he  could  be  discharged.5 

There  was,  as  one  of  our  popular  Commen- 
tators expresses  it,  {  An  obligation  upon  every 
man  to  undergo  the  curse  of  the  law,  for  violat- 
ing the  commands  of  the  law.  There  was  a 
hand  writing  against  us.  The  obligation  must 
be  cancelled,  before  the  condemning  power  of 
the  law  can  be  abolished,  and  sin  pardoned: 
none  but  Christ  could  cancel  this  obligation; 
and  not  he  neither,  without  paying  the  full  sum 
payable  from  us.5 

That  the  future  punishment  of  the  wicked  is 
the  natural  consequence  of  sin,  is  an  indubitable 
fact.  Though  some  men,  as  Bishop  Butler 
speaks,  i  may  suppose  that  this  is  taking  the 
execution  of  justice  out  of  the  hands  of  God, 
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and  giving  it  to  nature.  But  they  should  remem- 
ber that  when  things  come  to  pass  according  to 
the  course  of  nature,  this  does  not  hinder  them 
from  being  his  doing,  who  is  the  God  of  nature: 
and  that  the  scripture  ascribes  those  punishments 
to  divine  justice,  which  are  known  to  be  natural; 
and  which  must  be  called  so,  when  distinguished 
frorp  God's  working  in  a  miraculous  manner. 
But  after  all,  this  supposition,  or  rather  this 
way  of  speaking,  is  here  made  use  of  only  by 
way  of  illustration  of  the  subject  before  us.  For, 
since  it  must  be  admitted,  that  the  future  punish- 
ment of  wickedness,  is  not  a  matter  of  arbitrary 
appointment  but  of  reason,  equity,  and  justice; 
it  comes,  for  ought  I  see,  to  the  same  thing,  whe- 
ther it  is  supposed  to  be  inflicted  in  a  way  ana- 
logous to  that,  in  which  the  temporal  punish- 
ments of  vice  and  folly  are  inflicted,  or  in  any 
other  way.' 

If  therefore  sin  be  really  hateful  to  God,  and 
incompatible  with  the  perfect  purity  of  his  na- 
ture; if  it  be  inimical  to  the  happiness  of  the 
universe,  the  source  of  all  the  misery  felt  on 
earth,  and  of  the  torments  experienced  in  hell, 
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and  the  transgression  of  a  law  that  is  denomi- 
nated holy,  and  just,  and  good;  surely  it  cannot 
be  unjust  to  punish  it. 

The  relation  between  sin  and  punishment  is 
not,  says  Bishop  Stillingfleet,  c  the  result  of 
God's  arbitrary  will;  but  is  founded  in  the  na- 
ture of  the  things;  so  that  as  it  is  just  for  God 
to  punish  offenders,  so  it  would  be  unjust  to 
punish  the  most  innocent  person  without  any 
respect  to  sin.' 

The  penal  sanction  of  the  law  runs  thus, 
c  Cursed  is  every  one  that  continueth  not  in  all 
things  written  in  the  book  of  the  law  to  do  them.' 
Now  this  awful  sanction  is  just,  or  it  is  not:  if 
it  be  just,  it  cannot  be  unrighteous  to  enforce 
it;  if  it  be  unjust,  it  was  an  act  of  injustice  to 
appoint  it.  One  of  these  consequences  must 
inevitably  follow. 

Was  the  divine  Lawgiver  sincere,  I  would  ask; 
did  he  or  did  he  not  mean  what  he  said  when  he 
prohibited  sin,  and  annexed  a  penalty  to  the 
precept?  If  sincere,  his  truth  and  faithfulness 
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stand  pledged  to  inflict  the  punishment  incurred. 
<  Shall  Truth  fail  to  keep  her  word,  Justice  di- 
vine not  hasten  to  be  just?'  To  suppose  that  he 
who  is  emphatically  styled  the  God  of  Truth — 
the  true  and  faithful  witness,  should  bear  testi- 
mony to  a  falsehood — should  be  guilty  of  such 
duplicity  as  would  stamp  infamy  on  the  character 
of  man,  is  the  height  of  impiety.  i  But  the 
Lord  is  the  God  of  truth,  and  an  everlasting 
king:  at  his  wrath  the  earth  shall  tremble,  and 
the  nations  shall  not  be  able  to  abide  his  indig- 
nation— Justice  and  judgment  are  the  habitation 
of  his  throne — he  will  judge  the  world  with 
righteousness,  and  the  people  with  his  truth/ 
To  imagine  that  sin  can  escape  punishment,  is 
highly  dishonourable  to  the  moral  government 
of  God.  For  as  moral  precepts  are  a  transcript 
of  the  holiness  and  rectitude  of  the  divine  na- 
ture, it  is  impossible  that  the  sanction  by  which 
infinite  justice  has  guarded  these  precepts  should 
either  be  annulled  or  relaxed.  If  the  infliction 
of  punishment  for  crime  depended  on  the  mere 
sovereignty  of  the  divine  will,  sin,  instead  of 
being  that  abominable  thing  which  his  soul 
hatcth,  might  become  the  object  of  his  appro- 
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bation  and  delight,  which  it  is  blasphemy  to  sup- 
pose. 

The  severities  of  God  against  sin,  says  the 
admirable  Charnock,  c  are  not  vain  scare-crows, 
they  have  their  foundation  in  the  righteousness 
of  his  nature;  'tis  because  he  is  a  righteous  and 
holy  God,  that  he  will  not  forgive  our  transgres- 
sions and  sins:  that  is,  that  he  will  punish  them. 
— Whatsoever  is  contrary  to  the  nature  of  God, 
will  "fall  under  the  justice  of  God;  he  would 
else  violate  his  own  nature,  deny  his  own  per- 
fection, seem  to  be  out  of  love  with  his  own  glory 
and  life.  He  doth  not  hate  it  out  of  choice,  but 
from  the  immutable  propension  of  his  nature; 
'tis  not  so  free  an  act  of  his  will,  as  the  creation 
of  man  and  angels,  which  he  might  have  forborn 
as  well  as  effected.  As  the  detestation  of  sin 
results  from  the  universal  rectitude  of  his  nature, 
so  the  punishment  of  sin  follows  upon  that,  as 
he  is  the  righteous  governor  of  the  world;  'tis  as 
much  against  his  nature  not  to  punish  it,  as  it  is 
against  his  nature  not  to  loath  it;  he  would  cease 
to  be  holy,  if  he  ceased  to  hate  it;  and  he  would 
cease  to  hate  it,  if  he  ceased  to  punish  it.  Nei« 
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ther  the  obedience  of  our  Saviour's  life,  nor  the 
strength  of  his  cries,  would  put  a  bar  to  the  cup 
of  his  passion;  God  so  hated  sin,  that  when  it 
was  but  imputed  to  his  Son,  without  any  com- 
mission of  it,  he  would  bring  a  hell  upon  his 
soul.  Certainly,  if  God  could  have  hated  sin 
without  punishing  it,  his  Son  had  never  felt  the- 
smart  of  his  wrath:  his  love  to  his  Son  had  been 
strong  enough  to  have  caused  him  to  forbear, 
had  not  the  holiness  of  his  nature  been  stronger 
to  move  him  to  inflict  a  punishment  according  to 
the  demerit  of  sin.  God  cannot  but  be  holy, 
therefore  cannot  but  be  just,  because  injustice 
is  a  part  of  unholiness.9 

Now,  if  it  be  a  fact  that  man  has  transgressed 
the  rule  given  for  the  direction  of  his  conduct, 
the  curse  denounced  in  the  law  must  of  neces- 
sity be  executed;  but  if  men  are  saved,  and 
Christ,  as  their  surety,  never  bore  this  curse,  it 
has  not  been  executed;  it  must  have  been  annul- 
led, which  is  directly  contrary  to  what  he  himself 
inculcated  when  he  said — k  Think  not  that  I  am 
come  to  destroy  the  law,  or  the  prophets:  I  am 
not  come  to  destroy,  but  to  fulfil.     For  verily  I 
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say  unto  you,  till  heaven  and  earth  pass,  one  jot 
or  one  tittle  shall  in  no  wise  pass  from  the  law, 
till  all  be  fulfilled.'  This  emphatical  and  com- 
prehensive^inguage  has  reference  both  to  the 
precepts  and  the  penalty  of  the  law:  conformity 
to  which  was  illustriously  exemplified  in  our 
adorable  Substitute;  the  former  by  his  immacu- 
late life;  and  the  latter,  when  he  poured  out  his 
soul  unto  death,  and  was  numbered  with  trans- 


gressors. 


c  In  the  holy  nature,  the  righteous  life,  and 
satisfactory  death  of  God's  own  Son,  sent  forth 
in  the  likeness  of  sinful  flesh,  we  have  a  perfect 
comment  upon  the  precepts  and  penalties  of  the 
law  as  a  covenant  of  works.  Here  we  are  taught 
what  we  must  be,  and  what  we  must  do,  and 
what  we  must  suffer,  before  the  law  can  accept 
our  persons,  or  regard  our  works,  or  forgive  our 
sins.  The  obedience  unto  death  of  the  Son  of 
God  in  our  nature,  is  a  glass  that  fully  reflects 
the  perfect  righteousness  of  the  law.  This  doc- 
trine is  the  ministration  of  death  and  condem- 
nation to  every  unbeliever:  for,  if  the  law  did 
not  abate  the  smallest  jot  or  tittle,  either  in  its 
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demands  or  threatenings,  when  it  had  Christ 
for  its  servant;  it  is  the  greatest  absurdity,  as 
well  as  the  most  dangerous  folly,  to  presume  that 
it  will  accept  a  composition  at  the  ha^3s  of  sinful 
creatures.  The  righteousness  of  Christ  is  not 
only  profitable  to  slay  our  legal  hopes,  by  setting 
before  us  the  righteousness  we  must  perform,  if 
we  would  enter  into  life  by  keeping  the  com- 
mandments; but  his  righteousness  is  presented 
in  the  gospel  to  us  as  sinners3  that  we  may  therein 
receive  Christ  himself  as  the  Lord  our  righteous- 
ness; He  having  fulfilled  all  righteousness  in  our 
stead,  that  the  righteousness  of  the  law  may  be 
fulfilled  in  us.* 

It  appears  past  contradiction,  says  Mr.  Riccal- 
toun,  c  That  the  Redeemer  put  himself  in  the 
very  place  where  the  redeemed  stood,  and  took 
upon  him  that  very  curse  which  they  were  bound 
under.' 

The  learned  Mr.  Norton  of  Boston  in  New 
England,  successor  to  the  famous  Mr.  John 
Cotton,  observes,  when  writing  against  Pinchin 
the  Socinian,  c  Either  Christ  suffered  the  wrath 
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of  God,  f.  e.  the  punishment  due  to  the  sins  of 
the  elect,  or  else  God  is  untrue  in  that  Commi- 
nation,  He  that  sins  shall  die;  because  the  elect 
themselves  do  not  suffer  it.  But   God  is  true: 
the  Strength  of  Israel  will  not  lie,  1  Sam.  xv.  29. 
God  cannot  lie,  Titus   i.   1.  Either  Christ   suf- 
fered the  penal  death  of  the  curse  due  to  the 
elect  for  sin,  or  the  elect  suffer  it  themselves,  or 
the  curse  is  not  executed;  but  the  elect  suffer  it 
not  themselves,  neither  is  the  curse  not  exe- 
cuted; for  then  the  truth  of  the    commination 
and  divine  justice  fail:  therefore  Christ  suffered 
the  penal  death  of  the  curse  due  to  the  elect  for 
sin. As  the  eternal  virtue  of  Christ's  suffer- 
ings redeemed  us  from  the  eternity  of  suffering 
formally,  so  Christ  in  suffering  the  wrath  of  God 
formally,  suffered  virtually  whatsoever  was  due 
to  the  elect  for  their  sin,  and   so  by  suffering 
redeemed  us  from  all  the  properly  penal  curses 
of  the  law  whatsoever/ 

It  should  ever  be  remembered  that  precepts 
of  a  merely  positive  nature  are  repealable  at  the 
will  of  the  Institutor,  but  with  moral  precepts  it 
is   otherwise.   They   have    their   foundation   in 
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that  relation  which  subsists  between  the  creature 
and  the  Creator,  and  can  therefore  neither  be 
annulled  nor  relaxed.  To  suppose  that  the  right- 
eous Governor  of  the  world  should  annul  or 
relax  a  law  which  indispensably  requires  us  to 
love  him  with  all  our  hearts,  and  our  neighbour 
as  ourselves  (which  will  be  as  much  a  duty  in 
heaven  as  it  is  now  upon  earth,)  would  not  be  for 
God  to  judge  the  sinner,  as  Mr.  Howe  remarks, 
*  but  to  judge,  or  criminate,  himself  for  the  enact- 
ment of  a  penalty  which  circumstances  ig  the 
creature  afterwards  compelled  him  to  repeal.' 
Had  there  been  no  plan  in  the  divine  councils 
and  administration  by  which  the  penalty  of  the 
law  might  be  consistently  endured  on  the  be- 
half of  man,  he  must  for  ever  have  remained  in 
the  state  of  those  apostate  spirits  for  whom 
there  is  no  redemption. 

6  The  disobedience  of  our  first  parents  was 
nothing  less,  says  Bishop  Horsley,  than  a  confe- 
deracy with  the  apostate  spirit  against  the  sove- 
reign authority  of  God:  and  if  such  offenders 
are  spared  by  such  a  sovereign,  it  must  be  in  a 
way  which  shall  unite  the  perfection  of  mercy 
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with  the  perfection  of  justice;  for  in  God  mercy 
and  justice  must  equally  be  perfect.5 

To  these  excellent  remarks  suffer  me  to  add 
the  observations  of  an  elegant  writer  on  the 
same  subject. i  It  argues  the  grossest  absurdity, 
and  the  highest  presumption,  to  suppose  that 
human  guilt  can  be  pardoned  without  an  ade- 
quate reparation  for  the  injury  done  to  the  law, 
or  a  proportionate  satisfaction  rendered  to  the 
justice  of  the  divine  Lawgiver.  The  supposition 
reflects  the  highest  dishonour  on  the  moral  go- 
vernment of  Deity,  and  represents  the  law  of 
Heaven  as  more  flexible  in  its  penal  sanctions, 
and  more  relaxed  in  its  requisitions  of  obedience, 
than  the  laws  of  men;  while  the  great  Legislator 
himself  must,  inconsequence,  be  less  studious 
to  preserve  inviolate  the  precepts  of  his  law, 
and  to  inflict  the  merited  penalty  incurred  by  a 
breach  of  it,  than  earthly  judges  are,  whose  sen- 
tence against  the  guilty  is  always  guided  by  an 
inflexible  adherence  to  the  dictates  of  justice, 
and  by  an  undeviating  conformity  to  the  de- 
mands of  the  civil  law.  To  elude  the  force  of 
this  reasoning,  the  very  persons  whom  the  law  of 
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God  convicts  of  sin,  and  whom  the  gospel  ad* 
dresses  as  criminals,  entertain  the  precarious  and 
dishonourable   hope,  that  sorrow  for  sin  is  suf- 
£cient  to  the  pardon  of  it,  and  future  amendment 
an  adequate  recompense  for  past  disobedience. 
But  sin   is  a  debt:  and  whoever  heard  that  a 
creditor  would   admit   sorrow   for  having  con- 
tracted a    debt,    as   positive  payment   of  it?   or 
what  law  would  release  a  criminal  from  the  hands 
of  justice,  because  the  dread  of  death  extorts 
confession,  and  prompts  penitence,  or  because 
he  promises  obedience  to  those  laws  which  he  is 
convicted  of  having  broken?  A  criminal  in  the 
hands  of  the  executioner  might  as  soon  expect 
a  reversal  of  the  sentence  of  the  law  for  his  sor- 
rows and  his  promises,  as  a  transgressor  hope  for 
pardon  at  the  hands  of  the  Judge  of  heaven  and 
earth  for  that  which  neither  satisfies  his  justice 
nor  compensates  for    the  violation  of  the  law. 
If  the  hope  of  the  one  would  be  justly  repro- 
bated as  ill-founded  and  presumptuous,  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  other  rise  in  presumption  and 
in   guilt,   as  they  lead  the  bold  transgressor  to 
believe  that  God  will  clear  the  guilty,  though  he 
has  expressly  declared  he  will  in  no-wise  do  so; 
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and  as  his  error  involves  in  it  the  most  arrogant 
opposition  to  the  truth  and  righteous  government 
of  God/ 

Jt  is  therefore,  I  apprehend,  a  self-evident  pro- 
position, that  if  the  sufferings  of  our  Lord  were 
not  penal,  there  can  be  no  salvation  for  apostate 
man.  The  malediction  of  the  divine  law  is,  and 
ever  must  be  an  insuperable  bar  to  his  happiness, 
You  allow  indeed  that  Christ  suffered  for  us; 
but  what  will  these  sufferings  avail  if  there  was 
nothing  penal  in  them?  Mere  suffering  gives  a 
right  to  nothing:  suffering,  to  be  expiatory,  must 
be  voluntary,  and  endured  as  the  desert  of  im- 
puted sin;  and  it  is  delightful  to  consider  that 
these  indispensable  requisites  were  united  in  the 
person  of  our  adorable  Substitute.  He  laid 
down  his  life  for  the  sheep — no  man  took  it 
from  him,  but  he  laid  it  down  of  himself — He 
bare  our  sins  in  his  own  body  on  the  tree — He 
redeemed  us  from  the  curse  of  the  law,  being 
ma.de  a  curse  for  us. 

But  if  our  iniquities  were  not  laid  upon  Christ* 
his  sufferings  could  not  be  punishment,  and  there- 
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fore  not  satisfactory;  for  where  there  is  no  sin, 
either  actual,  inherent,  or  imputed,  there  can  be 
no  punishment,  and  of  course  no  expiation  of 
guilt.  It  was  no  more  possible  for  God  to  in- 
flict penal  sufferings  on  Christ  while  considered 
in  every  respect  as  perfectly  innocent,  than  it 
was  for  him  to  deny  himself.  i  Shall  not  the 
judge  of  all  the  earth  do  right? — Doth  God  per- 
vert judgment?  or  doth  the  Almighty  pervert 
justice?— Shall  the  righteous  be  as  the  wicked? — 
He  that  justifieth  the  wicked,  and  he  that  con- 
demned the  just,  even  they  both  are  abomination 
to  the  Lord.'  If  the  curse  of  the  divine  law  has 
not  been  borne  by  Christ,  we  are  still  in  our  sins, 
and  the  weight  of  that  curse  will  sink  us  into 
endless  perdition. 

If  God  be  a  God  of  truth,  says  Mr.  Charnock, 
*the  threatenings  of  the  Law  must  have  their 
accomplishment  either  in  the  person  offending, 
or  in  some  undertaker  for  him  capable  to  bear 
them  in  his  stead. — Had  the  veracity  of  God  in 
settling  the  penalty  of  death  upon  transgression 
been  violated,  he  would  have  justified  the  Devil 
in  his  argument  for  man's  rebellionvThe  Devil's 
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argument  is  a  plain  contradiction  to  God's  threat- 
ening. God  affirms  the  certainty  of  Death;  the 
Devil  affirms  the  certainty  of  Life,  Gen.  iii.  4. 
*  Ye  shall  not  surely  die.'  Had  no  punishment 
been  inflicted,  the  Devil  had  not  been  a  liar 
from  the  beginning.  God  would  have  honoured 
the  tempter,  and  justified  the  charge  he  brought 
against  him,  and  owned  that  envy  the  Devil 
accused  him  of,  and  thereby  have  rendered  the 
Devil  the  fittest  object  for  love  and  trust.  As 
the  Devil  charged  God  with  a  lie,  so  had  no 
punishment  been  inflicted,  God  would  have  con- 
demned himself,  and  declared  Satan  instead  of 
a  lying  tempter  to  be  the  truest  counsellor.  He 
had  exposed  himself  to  contempt,  and  advanced 
the  credit  of  his  enemy,  and  so  set  up  the  Devil 
as  a  God  instead  of  himself.  It  concerned  God 
therefore  to  manifest  himself  true  and  the  Devil 
a  liar;  and  acquaint  the  world,  that  not  himself, 
but  the  evil  spirit,  was  their  deceiver,  and  that 
he  meant  as  he  spake.5 

But  it  is  a  delightful  truth  that  '  Christ  hath 
redeemed  us  from  the  curse  of  the  law,  being 
made  a  curse  for  us,'  which  he  could  not  have 
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been  without  the  imputation   of  sin,  and  his  en- 
during whatever  was  included  in  that  curse. 

He  that  undertaketh  for  another  man's  debt, 
says  Bishop  Sanderson,  *  maketh  it  his  own,  and 
standeth  chargeable  with  it,  as  if  it  were  his  own 
personal  debt:  so  Christ  becoming  surety  for 
our  sins,  made  them  his  own,  and  so  was  punish- 
able for  them  as  if  they  had  been  his  own  per- 
sonal sin — He  was  punished  for  us,  who  hi 01  self 
deserved  no  punishment;  it  was  because  He  was 
made  sin  for  us,  who  himself  knew  no  sin.' 


Here  the  Socinians  cry  out,  remarks  the 
learned  and  excellent  Polhill,  'That  if  God 
should  punish  the  .innocent  for  the  guilty, 
Christ  for  us  sinners,  he  would  be  unjust,  a  cruel 
tyrant,  one  like  Hannibal,  who  looked  upon 
a  ditch  full  of  human  blood  as  a  fair  spectacle. 
Unto  which  I  answer,  The  scripture  is  very 
pregnant;  our  sins  were  laid  upon  him,  they 
were  condemned  in  his  flesh,  he  bore  them  in 
his  body:  he  was  wounded  and  bruised  for 
them,  and  that  even  unto  death,  and  that  not  a 
mere  simple  death,  but  one  that  had  a  penal 
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curse  in  it:  and  if  these  phrases  express  not  pu- 
nishment, no  words  can  do  it.' 

It  has  been  asked,  6  May  not  God  punish  an 
innocent  creature  as  so  considered.*  To  which 
Mr.  Brine  has  judiciously  replied;  *  God  cannot 
but  approve  and  justify  an  innocent  creature  as 
so  considered — because  the  innocent  creature  is 
what  God  wills  him  to  be  according  to  his  law, 
and  therefore  it  is  impossible  he  should,  under 
this  consideration,  be  the  object  of  his  disappro- 
bation. An  innocent  creature,  as  such,  cannot 
be  the  subject  of  the  condemnation  and  curse 
of  the  law  of  God:  because  the  law  pronounces 
a  sentence  of  condemnation,  only,  upon  a  charge 
or  imputation  of  fault  or  sin.  Hence  it  neces- 
sarily follows  that  an  innocent  creature,  as  so 
considered,  cannot  be  impressed  with  a  piercing 
sense  of  divine  vengeance  against  sin.  A  per- 
ception the  guiltless  creature  may  have  of  the 
evil  of  sin,  and  of  the  wrath  of  God,  which  sin 
demerits:  such  a  perception  the  holy  angels  and 
glorified  saints  doubtless  have,  and  ever  will 
have;  but  this  is  not  attended  with  any  anguish 
or  pain  of  mind:  for  it  is  only  a  sense  of  sin,  as 
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charged  or  imputed,  and  of  obnoxiousness  to 
divine  displeasure  on  that  account,  which  can 
give  the  soul  uneasiness  and  torture. — The  saints, 
I  am  persuaded,  will  retain  for  ever  a  conscious- 
ness of  their  sinful  actions,  and  will  never  lose 
the  idea  of  that  wrath,  curse,  and  vengeance,  to 
which  their  offences  rendered  them  obnoxious: 
but  this  consciousness,  and  this  perception  of 
the  proper  demerit  of-  their  guilt,  occasion  no 
uneasiness,  sorrow,  or  pain;  the  reason  is,  they 
are  discharged  of  their  guilt,  and  are  not  the 
objects  of  God's  displeasure,  to  which  it  exposed 
them;  this  must  be  allowed,  if  their  happiness  in 
heaven  is  granted  to  be  complete.  Each  of  these 
things  enter  into  the  very  nature  of,  and  arc 
essential  to  divine  punishment.  Surely  it  is  not 
to  be  thought  that  God  approves  of  any  whom  he 
punishes,  that  is  to  say,  as  they  are  the  subjects 
of  his  act  of  punishing:  and  it  is  impossible  that 
a  creature  under  the  same  consideration  should 
be  the  object  of  divine  condemnation  and  jus- 
tification; for  these  are  certainly  inconsistent 
ideas,  if  any  such  there  be.  Nor  can  God  im- 
press the  mind  of  a  creature  with  a  painful  sense 
of  his  wrath,  who  is  not,  under  any  consideration. 
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the  object  of  his  displeasure.  Either  therefore 
an  innocent  creature  cannot  be  subject  of  pe- 
nalty, or  these  things  do  not  enter  into  the  nature 
of  divine  punishment:  or  else  guilt  is  imputed 
to  that  innocent  creature,  and  in  his  suffering 
punishment,  he  is  considered,  not  as  he  is  in 
himself,  but  as  guilty,  by  a  charge  of  another's 
guilt  on  him,  for  whom  he  sustains  that  punish- 
ment. 

c  God  in  punishing,  acts  as  a  Lawgiver  and 
Judge:  the  act  of  punishing  therefore  is  not  an 
act  of  sovereignty,  but  of  righteousness  and  jus- 
tice; and  is  agreeable  to  the  nature  of  his  law 
by  which  penal  suffering  is  threatened.  Now  if 
no  divine  law  is  extant  which  threatens  penalty 
without  relation  to  a  charge  of  fault  or  sin,  it 
should  seem  to  follow  that  punishment  cannot 
be  inflicted  on  an  innocent  creature,  as  such,  or 
without  the  imputation  of  another's  guilt  to  him. 
I  am  firmly  of  opinion  that  no  law  of  God  is 
to  be  produced  wherein  penal  suffering  is  de- 
nounced, without  respect  to  sin  imputed,  as  the 
procuring  cause  of  that  denunciation  of  penal 
evil;  and  if  not,  then  no  innocent  creature  as 
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such,  can  be  the  subject  of  divine  punishment. 
What  God  hates  in  man  he  cannot  do  himself. 
Nothing  is  the  object  of  God's  displeasure,  but 
what  is  contrary  to  the  divine  nature.  To 
punish  the  innocent  is  disapproved  of  God:  be- 
cause it  is  a  dreadful  violation  of  right  and  jus- 
tice; and  is  therefore  contrary  to  the  essential 
righteousness  and  justice  of  God:  it  being  so, 
he  cannot  condemn  and  punish  without  a  right- 
eous charge  and  imputation  of  the  offence.' 

If  our  sins  were  not  imputed  to  Christ,  what 
can  the  apostle  mean  by  saying,  <  He  was  once 
offered  to  bear  the  sins  of  many;  and  unto  them 
that  look  for  him  shall  he  appear  the  second  time 
without  sin  unto  salvation.'  Now  how  could 
our  Lord  bear  the  sins  of  many,  if  these  sins 
were  never  laid  upon  him?  If  the  words  have 
any  meaning,  surely  there  must  have  been  a  sense 
in  which,  when  on  earth,  he  was  not  without  sin. 
But  in  himself  there  was  no  sin — He  was  holy, 
harmless,  undefiled,  and  separate  from  sinners — 
He  did  no  sin,  neither  was  guile  found  in  his 
mouth. — {  He  shall  appear  a  second  time  without 
sin.'  The  words  are  very  remarkable;   and  if 


SUFFERINGS  OF  CHRIST.  l5y 

they  have  any  determinate  signification,  must 
refer  to  his  character  as  a  substitute;  or  to  speak 
in  scripture  language,  <  to  his  being  made  sin  for 
us — to  his  bearing  our  sins  in  his  own  body  on 
the  tree — to  his  being  wounded  for  our  trans- 
gressions, and  bruised  for  our  iniquities — the 
meaning  of  which  is,  says  Calvin, l  that  he  was 
made  a  substitute  and  surety  for  transgressors, 
and  was  treated  as  a  criminal  himself,  to  sustain 
all  the  punishment  which  should  have  been  in- 
flicted  upon  them.'  All  we  like  sheep  have  gone 
astray,  adds  the  prophet;  we  have  turned  every- 
one to  his  own  way;  and  the  Lord  hath  laid  on 
him  the  iniquity  of  us  all;  or  hath  made  the 
iniquity  of  us  all  to  meet  on  him.' 

If  these  and  similar  expressions,  do  not  clearly 
convey  the  idea  of  Christ's  dying  under  a  charge 
of  imputed  sin,  and  of  ^his  suffering  the  penalty 
connected  with  it,  they  have  no  meaning  at  all, 
But  viewed  in  this  light,  which  is  the  natural 
and  obvious  sense  of  the  inspired  writers,  from 
which,  as  Dr.  Sherlock  justly  observes,  l  we  must 
never  depart  without  evident  necessity/  there  is 
nothing  perplexed,  nothing  obscure;  all  is  Jumi- 
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nous:  the  language  is  level  to  every  capacity, 
and  contains  a  truth,  the  contemplation  of  which 
has  imparted  joy  to  the  hearts  of  thousands. 

'  Here  is  firm  footing;  here  is  solid  rock; 
This  can  support  us;  all  is  sea  besides; 
Sinks  under  us;  bestorms,  and  then  devours. 
His  hand  the  good  man  fastens  on  the  skies, 
And  bids  earth  roll,  nor  feels  her  idle  whirl.' 

None,  says  Mr.  Clarkson,  '  can  deny  the  im- 
putation of  Christ's  death  and  sufferings,  but 
those  who  deny  his  satisfaction;  (and  so  subvert 
the  foundation  of  the  Gospel)  for  since  the  im- 
putation of  his  sufferings  to  us,  and  accepting  of 
them  for  us,  are  one  and  the  same  thing,  if  they 
be  not  imputed  to  us,  they  are  not  accepted  for 
us  as  suffered  in  our  stead.  If  they  be  not  ac- 
cepted for  us,  or  suffered  in  our  stead,  he  did 
not  suffer  in  our  stead,  and  if  he  did  not  suffer 
in  our  stead,  he  did  not  make  satisfaction;  for 
by  satisfaction  nothing  is  meant  but  the  suffering 
the  penalty  of  the  law  in  our  stead:  which  this 
draws  deep,  and  tends  directly  to  undermine  the 
foundation  of  Christianity.  I  would  they  who 
make  bold  to  deny  the  imputation  of  Christ's 
sufferings,  would  show  us  things  thus  stated,  how 
it  is  possible  to  secure   his   satisfaction.   I   am 
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confident  that  Socinus  himself,  if  he  had  not 
denied  the  satisfaction  of  Christ,  would  never 
have  denied  the  imputation  of  it  to  us.3 

'  Jehovah  laid,  says  the  Rev.  Mr.  Scott,  or 
caused  to  meet,  upon  Christ  the  Surety,  not  the 
punishment  only,  but  the  iniquity  of  them  (the 
elect  people  of  God)  all,  imputing  it  to  him,  and 

requiring  of  him    satisfaction  for  it. -Christ 

was  punished  by  the  Father,  as  our  Surety,  as  if 
he  had  been  the  greatest  of  sinners!' 

We  are  told  by  an  apostle,  That  God  made 
Christ  to  6  be  sin  for  us,  who  knew  no  sin;  that 
we  might  be  made  the  righteousness  of  God  in 
him/  Our  blessed  Lord  voluntarily  became  the 
church's  surety,  and  as  such  was  made  sin  and  a 
curse.  He  took  upon  him  our  guilt,  and  bore 
the  punishment  connected  with  it.  Had  no  guilt 
lain  on  him,  he  might  have  suffered,  but,  as  Dr. 
Jacomb  has  well  remarked,  i  he  could  not  have 
been  punished;  punishment  always  necessarily 
presupposing  guilt — What  is  this  being  made 
sin?  is  it  Christ's  being  a  sacrifice  for  sin?  yes, 
but  that  is  not  all;  it  notes  also  his  being  under 
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the  guilt  of  sin — And  indeed  I  do  not  well  see 
how  he  could  be  said  to  bear  the  punishment  of 
am  (that  being  strictly  taken)  if  first  he  should 
not  take  its  guilt.' 

;  It  is  not  the  guilt  of  sin,  observes  Mr.  Beart, 
(as  guilt  means  only  our  obnoxiousness  to  punish- 
ment) that  was  imputed  to  Jesus  Christ.  It 
seems  not  proper  to  speak  so.  But  sin  was  im- 
puted; and  the  result  of  that  imputation  was 
guiltiness  in  the  eye  of  the  law  and  vindictive 
justice  of  God.  Yea,  and  this  was  all  the  re- 
sult that  could  be;  and  the  issue  was  punish- 
ment, and  thereby  satisfaction.  Hence  Christ 
was  not  filthy  by  bearing  of  sin,  but  guilty  only; 
and  that,  not  because  guilt  was  imputed,  but  be- 
cause sin  was  imputed  in  its  contrariety  to  the 
law.9 

Of  similar  import  are  the  observations  of  Dr. 
Guyse  on  this  remarkable  passage,  2  Cor.  v.  21. 
*  Unless  the  guilt  of  our  iniquities,  or  the  law 
obligation  to  punishment  for  them,  had  been  ju- 
dicially charged  upon  him,  it  seems  to  me,  says 
this  judicious  expositor,  that  he  oould  not,  by 
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any  rule  of  justice,  have  bore  their  punishment: 
for,  in  the  order  of  Justice,  our  sins  must  first  be 
supposed  to  be  placed  to  his  account  to  answer 
for  them,  before  he   could  undergo  the  proper 
punishment  due  to  them,^ince  divine  justice  can 
no  more  punish  the  entirely,  and  in  all  respects, 
guiltless,  than  clear  the  guilty.  Hence  the  Scrip- 
ture so  often  speaks  of  Christ,  as  made  under 
the  law,  as  redeeming  from  the  curse  of  the  law 
(which  contains  all  the  punishment  due  to  sin) 
by  his  being  made  a  curse  for  us,  and  as  bearing 
our  sins,  and  suffering  for  sins,  the  just  for  the 
unjust,  and  the  like.  And  as  Christ  was  made 
sin,  not  by  infusion   or  inhesion,  but  by  impu- 
tation, that  he  might  bear  the  punishment  due 
to  it;  so  we  are  made  the  righteousness  of  God 
in  him,  for  justification  to  eternal  life,  not  by 
an  inherent  righteousness,  but  by  the  imputation 
of  his  righteousness  to  us,  that  being  placed  to 
our  account,  as  our  sins  were  to  his.' 

1  Punishment,  says  Mr.  Clarkson,  is  a  suffering 

inflicted  for  some  offence  deserved  by  sin if 

it  be  not  on  account  of  sin,  it  may  be  a  calamity, 
but  not  a  punishment. — What  Christ  suffered 

o  2 
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was  penal;  it  was  that  which  sin  deserved,  and 
the  law  threatened.  His  sufferings  had  respect 
to  sin  in  the  meritorious  cause  of  them;  and 
that  is  plainly  signified,  as  any,  but  such,  as  will 
be  blind,  may  see,  when  he  is  said  to  suffer  for 
our  sins.  If  he  will  consult  with  common  sense, 
what  is  it  to  suffer  for  sin,  but  to  suffer  the  desert 
of  sin?  what  to  suffer  for  our  sin,  but  to  suffer 
what  our  sin  deserved?* 

Many  subtle  distinctions  have,  I  know,  been 
urged  to  invalidate  these  important  truths;  but 
happily  for  him  who  has  no  predilection  for  some 
favourite  hypothesis,  and  who  is  anxious  to  know 
from  the  scriptures  how  God  can  be  just  and 
the  justifier  of  the  ungodly,  the  transmission  of 
sin  to  Christ  is  asserted  as  plainly  as  words  can 
make  it. 

It  is  indeed  very  possible  that  the  unlettered 
christian  may  not  be  able  to  answer  all  the 
quibbles  brought  by  a  wrangling  opponent  to 
embarrass  this  highly  interesting  subject;  yet  he 
may  ask,  in  the  simplicity  of  his  heart,  How 
could  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  be  made  sin  for  me, 
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if  my  sins  were  not  imputed  to  him?  Could  he 
bear  them  in  his  own  body  on  the  tree  if  they 
were  not  laid  upon  him?  Could  he  be  made  v. 
curse  for  me  without  enduring  whatever  was  in- 
eluded  in  that  curse?  The  scriptures  inform  me, 
That  the  Lord  hath  laid  upon  him  the  iniquity  of 
us  all — that  he  made  him  to  be  sin  for^us,  who 
knew  no  sin — that  he  was  wounded  for  our  trans- 
gressions, and  bruised  for  our  iniquities,  and  on 
this  infallible  testimony  I  stedfastly  rely.  Seek 
not  therefore  to  harass  me  with  doubts  and 
distinctions  of  which  the  inspired  writers  never 
speak.  1  feel  that  my  nature  is  polluted — I 
know  that  my  enormities  are  great — I  believe 
that  there  is  no  other  name  under  heaven  given 
among  men,  whereby  we  must  be  saved;  and  I 
look  with  adoring  gratitude  to  him  whom  my 
sins  have  pierced— who  laid  down  his  life  to  ex- 
piate my  guilt,  and  who,  when  he  had  by  him- 
self purged  my  sins,  sat  down  on  the  right  hand 
of  the  Majesty  on  high. 

That  the  sanction  of  the  divine  Law  stands  in 
the  way  of  a  sinner's  everlasting  happiness,  there 
can  be  no  doubt.  Having  violated  the  precept, 
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he  becomes  obnoxious  to  the  penalty;  and  un- 
less that  penalty  be  borne  by  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,  he  can  never  be  released  from  obligation 
t(K .punishment.  Those  therefore  who  contend 
that  sin  was  not  imputed  to  Christ,  and  that  he 
was  not  properly  punished,  will  find  considerable 
difficulty  in  showing  how  he  is  the  end  of  the 
law  of  righteousness  to  them  that  believe.  That 
he  is  not  the  fulfilling  end,  if  he  did  not  endure 
its  penalty,  is  evident  beyond  contradiction;  and 
it  is  not  less  so,  that  in  defect  of  this  fulfilment, 
the  sinner  must  inevitably  perish. 

St.  Paul  affirms,  says  the  celebrated  Hervey, 
i  That  Christ  has  delivered  us  from  the  curse  of 
the  law.  How?  By  taking  our  place,  and  en- 
during what  we  deserved.  Or,  as  the  apostle 
himself  speaks,  to  the  same  effect,  but  in  a  much 
more  expressive  manner,  by  being  made  a  curse 
for  us.  Does  not  this  evidently  denote  both  a 
commutation  of  persons,  and  a  translation  of 
punishment?  He  suffered,  who  was  innocent; 
not  we,  who  are  guilty.  He  also  suffered  that 
very  sentence  which  the  law  denounced  on  us. 
For,  it  is  written,  Cursed  is  every  one  that  con- 
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tinueth  not  in  ail  things;'  to  this  we  are  ob- 
noxious. It  is  written  again,  Cursed  is  every 
one  that  hangeth  on  a  tree;  to  this  Christ  sub- 
mitted. Now  if  Christ  endured  that  very  curse 
which  we  deserved:  if,  by  this  means,  he  deli- 
vered us  from  all  malediction:  either  this  must 
be  suffering  in  our  stead,  or  else  nothing  can  be 
called  by  that  name/ 

Our  Lord's  death  was  penal;  and  the  vindic- 
tive cause  of  it  was,  says  Mr.  De  Courcy,  <  the 
judicial  hand  of  God;  the  same  hand  avenges 
sin  that  imputes  it;  the  imputation  of  sin  and 
the  punishment  of  it  always  following  one  an- 
other, as  do  also  the  non-imputation  of  it  and 
an  exemption  from  guilt  and  penalty.  That  the 
sufferings  of  Christ  were  the  positive  infliction 
of  divine  justice,  is  evident  from  the  following 
scriptures.  Rom.  viii.  32.  Isa%  Hii.  6,  10.  Zach* 
xiii.  10.  2  Cor.  v.  20. 

*  If  it  be  argued,  that  it  seems  inconsistent 
with  the  laws  of  equity  and  just  retribution, 
to  impute  sin  where  there  is  none,  and  to 
punish   in  consequence;  is  it  not  then  equally 
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unjust  not  to  impute  sin  where  it  is,  and  to  par- 
don the  guilty?  Yet  it  is  written,  4  Blessed  is  the 
man  to  whom  the  Lord  imputeth  not  iniquity .* 
If  it  be  said  that  he  does  the  latter  out  of  mercy 
to  a  penitent  believer;  how  will  the  advocates  for 
the  claims  of  justice  be  astonished  to  hear  that 
He,  who  as  the  Judge  of  heaven  and  earth  must 
always  do  right,  is  said  to  justify  the  ungodly, 
and  not  to  impute  sin  even  where  it  is,  and  that 
out  of  justice^  so  that  he  is  just  in  forgiving  sin. 
I  John  i.  9. — Mercy  erects  her  throne  upon  the 
basis  of  justice,  and  both  equally  preside  at  the 
tribunal  of  the  Judge  when  he  pronounces  the 
sentence  of  absolution.5  See  Rom.  viii.  32,  &e. 

*  There  is  not  the  least  intimation  in  the  whole 
book  of  God,  says  Dr.  Owen,  of  any  change  of 
the  punishment,  in  reference  to  the  surety,  from 
what  it  was,  or  should  have  been,  in  respect 
of  the  sinner.  God  made  all  our  iniquities 
to  meet  on  him;  that  is,  the  punishment  due 
to  them.  Was  it  the  same  punishment  or  an- 
other? Did  we  deserve  one  punishment,  and 
Christ  undergo  another?  Was  it  the  sentence  of 
the  law  that  was  executed  on   him*  or  was  it 
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some  other  thing  that  he  was  obnoxious  to?  It  is 
said  that  he  was  made  under  the  law;  that  sin 
was  condemned  in  his  flesh;  that  God  spared 
him  not;  that  he  tasted  death,  that  he  was  made 
a  curse;  all  relating  to  the  law:  that  he  suffered 
more  or  less  there  is  no  mention. 

*  It  is  strange  to  me,  that  we  should  deserve 
one  punishment,  and  that  he  who  is  punished 
for  us,  undergo  another;  yet  both  of  them  be 
constantly  described  by  the  same  names  and 
titles.  If  God  laid  the  punishment  of  our  sin  on 
Christ,  certainly  it  was  the  punishment  that  was 
due  to  them;  mention  is  every  where  made  of 
a  commutation  of  persons,  the  just  suffering  for 
the  unjust,  the  sponsor  for  the  offender,  his  name 
as  a  surety  being  taken  into  the  obligation,  and 
the  whole  debt  required  of  him;  but  of  a  change 
of  punishment  there  is  no  mention  at  all!' 

How  could  Christ  die,  asks  Mr.  Charnock,  •  if 
he  were  not  a  reputed  sinner?  Had  he  not  first 
had  a  relation  to  our  sin,  he  could  not  in  justice 
have  undergone  our  punishment.  He  must  in 
the  order  of  justice  be  supposed  a  sinner  really, 
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or  by  imputation;  really  he  was  not,  by  imputa- 
tion then  he  was.  How  can  we  conceive  he 
should  be  made  a  curse  for  us,  if  that  which 
made  us  accursed,  had  not  been  first  charged 
upon  him?  'Tis  as  much  against  divine  justice  to 
inflict  punishment  where  there  is  no  sin,  as  it  is 
to  spare  the  offender  who  hath  committed  a 
crime,  or  to  clear  the  guilty,  which  by  no  means 
God  will  do.  The  consideration  of  a  crime  pre- 
cedes the  sentence,  either  upon  an  offender  or 
his  surety.  We  cannot  conceive  how  divine  jus- 
tice should  inflict  the  punishment,  had  it  not  first 
considered  him  under  guilt.  Though  the  first 
designation  of  the  Redeemer  to  a  Suretiship  or 
sacrifice  for  us,  was  an  act  of  God's  sovereignty; 
yet  the  inflicting  punishment  after  that  designa- 
tion and  our  Saviour's  acceptation  of  it,  was  an 
act  of  God's  justice,  and  so  declared  to  be,  Rom. 
iii.  and  xxvi.  To  declare  his  righteousness  that 
he  might  be  just;  that  he  might  declare  his  jus- 
tice in  justification,  his  justice  to  his  law.  Can 
this  highest  declaration  of  justice  be  founded 
upon  an  unjust  act?  Had  that  been  justice  or 
injustice  to  Christ,  to  lay  his  wrath  upon  the  son 
of  his  love,  one  whose  person  was  always  dear  to 
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him,  always  pleased  him,  had  he  not  stood  as  a 
sinner  juridically  in  our  stead,  and  suffered  that 
sin  which  was  the  ruin  of  mankind  to  be  cast 
with  all  the  weight  of  it  upon  his  innocent 
shoulders?' 

Thus,  Sir,  I  have  frankly  given  you  not  only 
my  own  reasons,  but  the  reasons^ which  have  in- 
duced some  of  the  most  excellent  Divines  to  be- 
lieve that  our  blessed  Lord  was  punished  for  the 
sins  of  those  who  shall  eventually  be  saved;  and 
happy  shall  I  be,  if  the  same  reasons  should 
produce  in  you  a  conviction  of  the  truth  of  this 
important  fact. 

It  will  perhaps  be  said,  That,  on  this  subject, 
human  testimony  is  of  no  weight;  that,  in  all 
matters  of  dispute,  the  scriptures  are  our  only 
guide;  and  that  to  these,  and  these  only,  we 
must  ultimately  appeal.  To  these  remarks  I 
have  nothing  to  object.  Suffer  me  however 
to  remind  you,  that  the  opinions  of  these  emi* 
nently  pious  and  learned  men  are  not  cited  be- 
cause I   think  them  infallible,  but  with  a  view 
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to  their  being  contrasted  with  the  sentiments  of 
one  who  may  possibly  not  have  incomparably 
higher  claims  to  infallibility ..  than  themselves; 
and  whose  views,  if  considered  in  this  light, 
should  not  I  think  be  hastily,  nor  presumptu- 
ously discarded. 

The  infliction  oi  punishment  on  Christ,  as  the 
surety  of  sinners,  I  denominate  an  important 
fact;  because  on  this  depends,  in  my  view,  our 
everlasting  happiness.  If  the  sufferings  of  Christ 
were  not  penal,  I  do  not  see  how  there  can  be 
any  such  thing  as  redemption.  For  what  is  re- 
demption but  payment  of  that,  for  want  of  which 
the  delinquent  must  himself  have  suffered  in  his 
own  person?  But  if  our  Lord  was  not  punished, 
how  could  he  redeem  us  from  the  execration  of 
the  law?  For  surely  whatever  could  have  been 
justly  inflicted  on  the  sinner  himself,  must  be 
borne  by  him  who  shall  pay  the  price  of  his  re- 
lease. When  therefore  our  Lord  said,  He  gave 
his  life  a  ransom  for  many,  the  meaning  i  evi- 
dently is  this,  that  he  died  in  their  stead:  and 
his  life  as  a  price  intervened  to  obtain  their  re- 
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demption.'  To  me  it  appears  self-evident,  either 
that  Christ  must  have  sustained  the  punishment, 
due  to  the  sinner,  or  the  law  have  relaxed  in  its 
demands.  But  that  there  could  be  no  relaxation 
of  the  penal  sanction,  the  preceding  remarks 
have,  it  is  presumed,  made  sufficiently  manifest. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Yours,  &c. 
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LETTER  IV. 


Ah,  Father,  Author,  God  of  boundless  graced 
What,  what  is  man,  with  all  his  recreant  raee, 
That  they  with  thine  own  Jesus  should  be  weigh 'd, 
And,  for  their  ransom,  such  a  price  be  paid! 

BROOKE. 


You  are  aware,  my  dear  Sir,  that  the  satisfac- 
tion of  Christ  has  been  considered  as  the  glory 
of  the  christian  religion.  In  this  satisfaction, 
are  exhibited  God's  abhorrence  of  sin,  his  inex- 
orable justice,  and  the  richest  grace:  we  behold 
the  Just  God  and  the  Saviour;  or,  in  other 
words,  we  are  taught  how  he  who  is  of  purer 
eyes  than  to  behold  evil,  can  be  just  and  the  jus- 
tifier  of  the  ungodly. 

But,  as  Mr.  Cooper  of  New  England  ob- 
serves, '  The  satisfaction  of  Christ  is  rendered 
a  very  loose,  uncertain,  and  unsafe  thing,  if 
there  are  not  a  certain  number  for, whom  it  was 
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made  and  accepted;  and  the  value  of  it  is  les- 
sened exceedingly,  if  it  did  not  purchase  faith, 
repentance,  and  holiness,  for  them  on  whom  they 
are  bestowed.' 

Such  an  election  as  we  are  treating  of,  he  else- 
where remarks c  is  necessary  to  secure  to  the  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  what  he  purchased  by  his  death. 
It  would  be  very  dishonourable  to  suppose  that 
Christ  undertook  the  great  and  difficult  work  of 
man's  redemption,  that  he  came  into  our  world, 
suffered  and  died  upon  an  uncertainty  what  the 
effect  of  his  redemption  would  be;  for  this  is 
plainly  to  make  him  act  below  a  wise  intel- 
ligent   agent Therefore  a    special  number 

were  chosen,  and  given  to  Christ,  with  respect 
to  whom,  the  Father  engaged  that  they  should 
be  brought  to  believe  on  him,  and  be  a  seed  to 
serve  him  in  this  world,  and  through  his  merits 
obtain  everlasting  blessedness  in  the  world  to 
come.' 

To  this  consolatory  truth  of  Christ's  satis- 
faction, it  has  been  objected  4  That  the  scrip- 
tures testify  that  God  forgives  sin  freely;  and 
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that  nothing  is  more  opposite  to  free  remission 
than    satisfaction;  so  that  if  a  creditor  be  satis- 
lied  either  by  the  debtor  himself,  or  by  any  other 
in  the  name  of  the  debtor  himself,  he  cannot  be 
said  to  forgive  freely.'  One  cannot  help  thinking 
persons  <  hard  put  to  it  to  find  an  ill  side  to  this 
doctrine,  says  Mr.  Rawlin,  when  they  make  this 
objection  against  it.  For  what  can  it  be  but  an 
instance  of  the   highest  and  most   astonishing 
grace,   for  an   offended  God  himself  to  provide 
and  appoint   one  to  make  the  satisfaction,  and 
one  that  was  of  Lsuch  dignity  in  himself,  and  so 
dear  to  the  Father?  And  in  consequence  of  this, 
to  subject  him  to  sufferings  and  death  itself,  and 
all  this  for  the  sake  of  guilty  sinful  man,  and  to 
open  out  a  way  for  his  redemption  and  pardon 
consistently  with  the   honour  of  God,  when  he 
might  have  exalted  the   glories  of  his  law  and 
justice  in  his  everlasting  destruction.  The  par- 
doning of  sin  in  such  a  way,  and  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, is  not  only  an   act  of  grace,   an  act 
of  pure  and  unmerited   grace  to   the  sinner,  but 
even  in  itself  an   act  of  higher  grace  than  if  it 
had  been  pardoned   by  mere  and   absolute  sove- 
reignty, without  any  satisfaction  at  all.  As  the 
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scripture  in  this  places  the  emphasis  of  the  love 
of  God,  1  John  iv.  10.  '  Herein  is  love,  not  that 
we  loved  God,  but  that  he  loved  us,  and  sent 
his  Son  to  be  the  propitiation  for  our  sins — For 
God  so  loved  the  world,  that  he  gave  his  only- 
begotten  Son,  that  whosoever  believeth  in  him 
should  not  perish,  but  have  everlasting  life.5  It 
is,  indeed,  the  peculiar  glory  of  this  doctrine, 
that  it  unites  in  the  fullest  harmony  all  the  ho- 
nours of  the  highest  justice,  and  of  the  richest 
grace;  and  shows  God  in  one  and  the  same 
view,  the  most  awful  and  the  most  amiable 
Being;  a  strict  Judge  and  a  forgiving  Father,  a 
righteous  Law-giver,  and  a  merciful  sovereign 
— in  the  scripture-style,  a  just  God  and  a  sa- 
viour/ 

The  apostle  Paul,  who,  it  is  presumed,  under- 
stood this  subject  quite  as  well  as  our  modern 
theologists,  saw  no  inconsistency  between  the 
satisfaction  of  Christ  and  the  pardon  of  sin. 
Both  are  unequivocally  asserted  in  that  memo- 
rable passage,  Eph.  i.  7,  In  whom  we  have  re* 
demption  through  his  blood,  the  forgiveness  of 
sins,  according  to  the  riches  of  his  grace.  Now 
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this  blood  was  meritorious  of  that  forgiveness, 
or  it  was  not;  if  meritorious,  forgiveness  is  not 
incompatible  with  redemption  as  a  price:  if  not 
meritorious,  it  could  be  of  no  use  in  the  pro- 
curement of  pardon.  Those  therefore  who 
think  that  satisfaction  and  pardon  are  irrecon- 
cileable  must,  if  they  act  consistently,  reject  the 
satisfaction  of  Christ  altogether.  This  is  uni- 
formly done  by  the  Socinians,  and  too  frequently 
by  others  who  are  professedly  averse  to  Soci- 
nianism,  but  who  are  perhaps  not  aware  that  by 
so  doing  they  are  strengthening  the  hands  of 
their  opponents,  and  virtually  destroying  that 
which  sound  Protestants  have  ever  considered 
as  the  only  foundation  of  forgiveness. 

If  it  be  asked,  says  Mr.  Boston,  in  reply  to 
this  Socinian  objection, '  How  then  is  the  second 
covenant  a  covenant  of  grace?  it  may  be  an- 
swered; In  respect  of  Christ,  it  was  most  pro- 
perly and  strictly  a  covenant  of  works,  in  that 
he  made  a  proper,  real,  and  full  satisfaction  in 
behalf  of  the  elect;  but  in  respect  of  them, 
it  is  purely  a  covenant  of  the  richest  grace,  in- 
asmuch as  God  accepted  the  satisfaction  from 
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a  Surety  which  he  might  have  demanded  of 
them;  provided  the  Surety  himself,  and  gives 
all  to  them  freely  for  his  sake.' 

To  the  same  purpose  speaks  that  great  man, 
Archbishop  Usher:   <  It  is  of  grace  that  Christ" 
is  given  to  us,  and  also  that  his  righteousness, 
apprehended  by  faith,  is  accounted  ours.   It  is 
true  that  the  justification  of  a  sinner,  consider- 
ing the  case  as  it  is  between  the  Father  and 
Christ,  no  man  dare   call  it  Free;  no,  the  price 
of  our  redemption  was  the  deepest  purchase  that 
the  world  ever  heard  of;  but  whatever  it  cost 
Christ,  it   cost  us  nothing:  and  so   to    us  it  is 
freely  of  grace  from  Christ,  yea  and  to  us  it  is 
freely   of  grace  from  God  the  Father  too;  not 
because  he  acquits  us  without  a  full  satisfaction 
to  his  justice,  or  accepts  that  for  perfect  right- 
eousness which  is  not  perfect  righteousness;  but 
because    he  receives   full   satisfaction  from  the 
hands  of  a   surety,   and  that   surety  being  his 
own  Son;  when  as  he  might  have  challenged  the 
uttermost  farthing  at  our  hands  who  were  the 
principals;    and  then  there  had    been  no    posi- 
bility  for  us  to  have  been  delivered/ 
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1  Almighty  God,  in  the  justification  of  a  be- 
lieving sinner  is,  says  our  popular  commentator, 
Mr.  Burkitt,  not  only  gracious  and  merciful,  but 
just  and  righteous  in  the  most  exalted  degree. 
The  design  and  end  of  God  in  exacting  satisfac- 
tion from  Christ,  was  to  declare  his  righteous- 
ness in  the  remission  of  sin;  but  the  apostle 
would  have  us  take  notice,  that  our  justification 
is  an  act  of  justice  as  well  as  mercy,  and  that 
God,  as  he  is  a  just  God,  cannot  condemn  the 
believer,  since  Christ  has  satisfied  for  his  sins. 
O  blessed  be  God!  that  pardon  of  sin  is  built 
upon  that  very  attribute,  the  Justice  of  God, 
which  is  so  affrighting  and  dreadful  to  the  of- 
fending sinner.  This  attribute,  which  seemed 
to  be  the  main  bar  against  remission,  is  now 
become  the  very  ground  and  reason  why  God 
remits.  Hence,  saith  St.  John,  God  is  faithful 
and  just  to  forgive  us  our  sins:  faithful  with 
respect  to  his  own  promise,  and  just  with  respect 
to  his  Son's  satisfaction.  Who  then  can  lay  any 
thing  to  the  charge  of  God's  elect,  when  justice 
itself  doth  justify  them?  Behold  here  the  sweet 
harmony  of  the  divine  attributes  in  justifying 
and  pardoning  the  believer!  One  attribute  is  not 
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robbed  to  pay  another:  neither  is  one  attribute 
raised  upon  the  ruin  of  another;  but  justice 
and  mercy  both  triumph:  and  well  might  the 
justice  of  God  triumph,  for  never  was  it  thus 
honoured  oefore,  to  have  such  a  person  as  the 
Son  of  God  stand  at  its  bar,  and  such  a  sum  as 
his  Son's  blood  paid  down  at  once  by  way  of 
satisfaction  to  its  due  demands.  O  glorious  and 
all-wise  contrivance!  whereby  God  made  suffi- 
cient provision  for  the  reparation  of  his  honour, 
for  the  vindication  of  his  holiness,  and  for  the 
manifestation  of  his  truth  aud  faithfulness,  and 
for  the  present  consolation,  and  eternal  salvation 
of  all  repenting  and  believing  sinners,  to  the  end 
of  the  world/ 

To  add  any  thing  to  these  judicious  remarks, 
in  reply  to  the  foregoing  trite  objection,  I  have 
neither  leisure  nor  inclination.  It  has  been  an- 
swered a  thousand  times  by  theologians  eminent 
for  piety  and  for  talents.  I  cannot  however 
repress  the  desire  I  feel  of  transmitting  you 
what  the  very  excellent  Owen  said  when  con- 
templating this  sophism — *  Men  that  dream  of 
an  opposition  between  the  satisfaction  of  Christ, 
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the  Surety  and  Mediator  of  the  new  covenant, 
and  free  remission  made  to  us,  are  utterly  igno- 
rant of  the  whole  mystery  of  the  gospel,  the 
nature  of  the  covenant,  and  the  whole  mediation 
of  Christ;  advancing  carnal  imaginations  against 
innumerable  testimonies  of  the  Scripture,  wit- 
nessing the  blessed  conspiration  between  them, 
to  the  praise  of  the  glorious  grace  of  God.' 

If  there  be  no  such  thing  as  vicarious  punish- 
ment, I  cannot  perceive  any  necessity  for  the 
incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God.  We  are  told 
by  the  inspired  writers,  (  That  he  was  manifested 
in  the  flesh  to  take  away  our  sins — that  when 
the  fulness  of  time  was  come,  God  sent  forth  his 
Son,  made  of  a  woman,  made  under  the  law,  to 
redeem  them  that  were  under  the  law,  that  we 
might  receive  the  adoption  of  sons — Forasmuch 
then  as  the  children  are  partakers  of  flesh  and 
blood,  he  also  himself  likewise  took  part  of 
the  same;  that  through  death  he  might  destroy 
him  that  had  the  power  of  death — wherefore 
in  all  things  it  behoved  him  to  be  made  like 
unto  his  brethren,  that  he  might  be  a  merciful 
and  faithful  high  priest  in  things  pertaining  to 
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God,  to  make  reconciliation  for  the  sins  of  the 
people.' 

These  scriptures,  it  is  presumed,  clearly  evince 
the  truth  of  our  Lord's  incarnation,  and  also 
manifest  that  the  assumption  of  human  nature 
was  necessary  to  qualify  him  for  the  work  of  re- 
demption. This  necessity  arose,  as  Archbishop 
Usher  remarks,  from  the  consideration  that (  he 
must  perform  obedience  to  the  law  and  die  for 
our  sins,  which  the  Godhead  could  not  do.  He 
must  be  man  of  kin  to  our  nature  offending,  that 
he  might  satisfy  the  justice  of  God  in  the  nature 
wherein  it  was  offended.  For  the  righteousness 
of  God  did  require  that  the  same  nature  which 
committed  the  sin,  should  pay  and  make  amends 
for  sin.' 

To  the  same  purpose  speaks  Bishop  Horsley: 
i  The  incarnation  of  Christ,  says  this  learned  pre- 
late, was  for  a  purpose  which  God  only  could  ac« 
complisb,  and  God  himself  could  accomplish  in 
no  other  way:  it  was  for^the  execution  of  a  plan 
which  divine  wisdom  could  alone  contrive — divine 
love  and,'almighty  power  could  alone  effect:  it  wan 
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to  rescue  those  from  endless  misery,  whom  divine 
justice  (which,  because  it  is  mere  and  very  justice, 
must  be  inflexible)  demanded  for  its  victims/ 

But  if  sin  were  not  imputed  to  Christ,  and  if 
he  were  not  properly  punished,  whence  could 
this  necessity  for  his  incarnation  arise?  The 
curse  of  the  divine  lav/,  which  is  the  just  demerit 
of  sin,  and  which  in  one  branch,  at  least,  con- 
sists in  penal  sufferings,  could  not  be  righteously 
inflicted  on  him  who  never  violated  any  of  its 
comn^nds.  That  Christ  suffered  while  on  earth 
is  abundantly  manifest;  but  if  there  was  nothing 
penal  in  these  sufferings,  he  cannot,  on  this  ac- 
count, be  said  to  have  redeemed  us  from  the 
curse  of  the  law,  because  that  curse  necessarily 
implies  punishment. 

President  Dickinson  observes,  when  speaking 
on  this  subject,  l  If  Christ  hath  been  made  a 
Curse  for  us,  according  to  Gal.  iii.  he  must  then 
have  the  violation  of  the  law  imputed  to  him; 
otherwise  the  curse  of  it  could  not,  in  justice, 
have  been  inflicted  upon  him.  To  inflict  the 
Curse,  or  penalty  ot  the  law,  upon  one  no  ways 
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thargeable  with  the  violation  of  it,  is  contrary 
to  the  justice  both  of  God  and  man:  and  I  can 
imagine  no  other  way,  by  which  our  blessed  Sa- 
viour could  be  chargeable  with  the  violation  of 
the  law  of  God,  and  thereby  obnoxious  to  the 
curse  of  it;  but  through  the  imputation  of  our 
sin  and  guilt  to  him.' 

Christ  is  said  to  be  made  a  Curse,  i  not  simply, 
because  he  suffered,  but  because  he  was  ad- 
judged to  his  sufferings,  that  thereby  satisfaction 
might  be  made  to  the  justice  of  God.'  But  if 
sin  were  not  imputed  to  Christ,  he  could  not  be 
the  object  of  punitive  justice;  for  as  Dr.  Isaac 
Chauncy  has  well  remarked,  'That  is  strange 
justice  that  can  be  satisfied  by  the  sufferings  of 
a  person  no  way  guilty  in  the  eye  of  justice.' 

That  our  blessed  Lord  was  in  himself  holy, 
harmless,  undefiled,  and  perfectly  qualified  to 
fulfil  the  precepts  of  the  law  of  God,  is  an  in- 
controvertible fact.  But  if  no  foundation  belaid 
by  which  the  sinner  becomes  interested  in  this 
consummate  obedience,  which  if  the  doctrine  of 
imputation  be  discarded  he  cannot,  what  will  it 
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avail  him?  And  indeed  were  the  doctrine  of  im- 
putation in  this  case  allowed,  that  obedience 
simply  considered  could  not  be  effectual  to  his 
salvation;  because  by  violating  the  law,  he  has 
become  obnoxious  to  its  curse;  it  is  therefore 
needful  to  his  complete  emancipation  from  suf- 
ferings and  from  death,  that  the  penalty  also  be 
endured.  The  inspired  writers  uniformly  ex- 
hibit Christ,  not  merely  as  perfectly  exemplary 
in  his  life,  but  as  made  sin,  and  a  curse  for  us  in 
his  death,  which  he  could  not  have  been  without 
the  imputation  of  sin,  and  enduring  whatever 
pertained  to  that  curse. 

Of  Christ  it  is  said"-- He  was  made  sin  for  us 
—He  was  made  a  curse  for  us.  These  decla- 
rations, says  Mr.  Booth,  i  are  worthy  to  be  kept 
in  everlasting  remembrance.  For  scarcely  any 
of  the  inspired  sayings,  either  in  the  Old  or 
New  Testament,  enter  more  deeply  into  those 
capital  articles,  Redemption  by  Jesus  Christ,  and 
Justification  before  God,  than  they  do.  It  is, 
however,  much  to  be  feared,  that,  most  empha- 
tital  and  momentous  as  this  language  of  Paul  is. 
it  obtains  but  little  regard  from  great  numbers 
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of  those  who  call  themselves  Christian  Ministers; 
except  it  be  in  the  way  of  critical  remark,  or  by- 
some  diluting  and  qualifying  interpretation,  to 
soften  what  they  consider  as  intolerable  harsh- 
ness in  the  mode  of  expression.  In  other  words, 
they  choose  to  correct  the  language  and  senti- 
ments of  Inspiration;  and  teach  the  aposlle  to 
speak  of  his  Lord  with  more  decorum:  lest  his 
personal  purity  should  be  impeached,  and  lest 
the  odium  of  the  curse,  annexed  by  divine  law, 
remain  attached  to  his  death.  For  to  maintain 
according  to  the  obvious  meaning  of  these  two 
important  passages,  a  commutation  of  persons — 
a  two-fold  imputation;  of  sin  and  of  righteous- 
ness— and  a  vicarious  punishment,  which  was 
equally  pregnant  with  execration  as  with  death, 
may  probably  expose  to  censure  in  different 
ways.' 

If  the  doctrine  of  imputation  be  exploded — ■ 
if  sin  were  not  really  imputed  to  Christ,  and  he 
were  not  properly  punished,  whence  could  arise 
the  necessity  for  his  appearing  in  the  Flesh?  The 
sacred  scriptures,  with  the  aid  of  supernatural 
influence,  would  have  been  competent  to  every 
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purpose  of  instruction:  and  whatever  the  blessed 
God  might  have  been  pleased  to  fix  on  as  the 
ground  of  pardon,  might  have  been  fully  made 
known  by  the  same  medium.  But  the  supposi- 
tion is  decidedly  at  variance  with  all  the  rites 
and  the  sacrifices  which  have  a  reference  to  the 
character  and  work  of  Christ;  completely  at 
variance  also  with  the  current  testimony  of  the 
old  and  new  Testament;  and  can  therefore  have 
no  reference  to  him  who  put  away  sin  by  the  sa* 
crifice  of  himself. 

The  need  there  was  of  an  atonement  by  the 
incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God,  is,  says  Bishop 
Horsley,  '  the  only  cause  that  can  be  assigned 
which  could  induce  him  to  stoop  to  be  made 
man:  for  had  the  instruction  of  man,  as  some 
have  dreamed,  been  the  only  purpose  of  our 
Saviour's  coming,  a  mere  man  might  have  been 
empowered  to  execute  the  whole  business;  for 
whatever  knowledge  the  mind  of  man  can  be 
made  to  comprehend,  a  man  might  be  made  the 
instrument  to   convey.* 

If  our  Lord  were  not  stricken,  smitten  of  God> 
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and  afflicted — If  he  were  not  wounded  for  our 
transgressions,  and  bruised  for  our  iniquities— 
If  he  did  not  sustain  the  punishment  of  those 
for  whom  he  gave  his  life  a  ransom,  it  is,  in  my 
view,  utterly  impossible  to  account  for  his  sup- 
plicatory language  in  Gethsemane,  and  his  ex- 
clamation on  the  cross.  Many  of  his  faithful 
followers  have  borne  every  species  of  torture 
with  undaunted  fortitude;  yea,  they  have  wit- 
nessed the  approach  jof  death  in  its  most  terrible 
forms  without  symptoms  of  dismay,  and  have 
even  rejoiced  that  they  were  counted  worthy  to 
suffer  for  his  sake.  But  for  the  want  of  fortitude 
in  Christ,  who  had  none  of  those  things  which 
to  other  men  become  sources  of  anxiety  and  of 
dread;  who  had  no  corruption  to  annoy,  no 
crime  to  deplore;  who  was  perfectly  exempt 
from  every  species  of  guilt;  who  had  every  thing 
that  perfect  purity  could  impart,  and  conscious 
innocence  suggest,  to  support  and  animate  under 
persecution  and  death — I  feel  myself,  if  he  were 
not  punished,  unable  to  account. 

But  the  difficulty  vanishes  at  once  when  it  is 
considered  that,  as  Turretine  expresses  it,  the 
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martyrs  <  were  corrected  in  their  bodies  by  God 
their  Father  from  love,  for  the  glory  of  God,  and 
to  seal  the  truth;  but  Christ  was  punished,  both 
in  body  and  soul,  by  God  the  Judge,  from  jus- 
tice, for  the  expiation  of  sins.  Their,  sufferings 
were  experimental  and  medicinal;  but  Christ's 
sufferings  were  penal  and  satisfactory/ 

Surely  it  cannot  be  thought  a  matter  of  trivial 
importance  whether  our  views  of  these  momen- 
tous subjects  be  correct,  or  otherwise.  For  if> 
in  consequence  of  Christ's  engagement  with  the 
divine  Father  as  the  church's  Surety,  he  bare 
the  curse  of  the  Iaw—^-if  he  were  smitten  of  God 
and  afflicted,  and  endured  the  punishment  which 
but  for  his  gracious  interposition  must  have  been 
inflicted  on  the  sinner  himself;  to  say  that  he 
was  not  punished,  or  that  he  suffered  less  than 
our  iniquities  deserved,  must  be  highly  displeas- 
ing to  the  righteous  and  blessed  God.  For  thus 
to  speak  is  not  only  to  oppose  the  plain  testi- 
mony of  scripture,  but  virtually  to  lessen  the 
malignant  nature  of  sin,  and,  consequently,  the 
obligation  and  the  gratitude  of  him  to  whom  it 
is  for  Christ's  sake  forgiven. 
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If  there  be  one  truth  connected  with  the  Gos- 
pel that  is  pre-eminently  important,  and  of  which 
we  ought  to  be  tenacious,  it  is  the  Satisfaction 
of  Christ.  Take  away  this  fundamental  article 
of  the  Christian  faith,  and  we  are  left  without 
solace  and  without  hope.  To  what  can  the  sin- 
ner look  as  a  ground  of  forgiveness,  who  is  con- 
scious of  the  depravity  of  his  nature  and  the 
evil  of  his  conduct?  In  the  retrospect  of  life* 
there  are  perhaps  few  actions  on  which  he 
can  reflect  without  the  anguish  of  remorse:  or 
should  his  conduct  have  been  less  vitious  than 
others,  he  will  nevertheless  feel  that  his  heart 
is  not  less  corrupt,  and  that,  for  the  compara- 
tively moral  rectitude  cognizable  by  man,  he  is 
not  indebted  to  innate  purity,  but  to  that  good- 
ness which  has  restrained  him  from  the  com- 
mission of  crimes  which  have  overwhelmed  thou- 
sands with  disgrace. 

To  a  sinner  awakened  from  a  state  of  nature 
to  behold  the  precipice  on  which  he  stands,  there 
will  appear  but  a  step  between  him  and  everlast- 
ing ruin.  How  God  can  be  just,  and  yet  the 
justifier  of  the  ungodly,  is,  to  him,  an  inquiry  of 
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infinite  importance.  He  sees  that  the  law  which 
he  has  violated,  is  holy,  and  just,  and  good;  that 
its  claims  to  his  regard  are  founded  in  bene- 
volence as  well  as  in  righteousness-^-that  it  pro* 
hibits  nothing  but  what  is  hurtful  to  his  best 
interests,  nor  enjoins  any  thing  but  what  is 
adapted  to  facilitate  his  happiness:  and  when  he 
further  considers  its  spirituality  and  extent — the 
sanction  by  which  it  is  guarded,  and  that  the 
truth  and  faithfulness  of  God  stand  pledged  to 
inflict  the  penalty  annexed  to  transgression,  he 
cannot  but  feel  the  terrors  of  dismav.  That 
awful  denunciation,  *  Cursed  is  etery  one  that 
continueth  not  in  all  things  which  are  written  in 
the  book  of  the  law  to  do  them,'  will  sound  a 
perpetual  alarm;  nor  will  he  find  rest,  or  ease, 
till  by  faith  he  look  to  Him  who  hath  redeemed 
us  from  the  curse  of  the  law,  being  made  a 
curse  for  us. 

When  the  sinner  has  a  scriptural  view  of  this 
consolatory  fact,  he  beholds  how  God  can  be 
just,  and  the  justifier  of  him  that  believeth.  He 
sees  that,  in  the  spotless  life  and  expiatory  death 
df  Immanuel,   the  precepts  and   penalty  of  the 
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divine  law  have  their  full  accomplishment — that, 
as  a  perishing  sinner,  he  is  not  directed  to  look 
into  himself  for  moral  qualifications  that  will  en- 
title him  to  mercy,  but  to  him  who  said,  Look 
unto   me,  and  be  ye  saved,  all  the  ends  of  the 
earth:   for  I  am   God,  and   besides  me  there  is 
none    else- — a  just  God  and   a  Saviour. — He  is 
convinced  that  by  the  deeds  of  the  law  no  flesh 
can  be  justified  in    God's   sight;  '  but  that  the 
righteousness  of  God,   without  the  law  is  ma- 
nifested-— even  the  righteousness  of  God  which 
is  by  faith  of  Jesus  Christ  unto  all  and  upon  all 
them  that  believe — Being  justified  freely  by  his 
grace  through  the  redemption  that  is   in  Christ 
Jesus;  whom  God  hath   set  forth  to  be  a  pro- 
pitiation  through  faith   in  his  blood,  to  declare 
his  righteousness  for  the  remission  of  sins  that 
are  past,  through  the  forbearance  of  God — that 
he  might  be  just,  and  the  justifier  of  him  which 
believeth  in  Jesus.  Where   is  boasting  then?  It 
is    excluded.    By   what    law?  of    works?    Nay; 
but  by  the  law  of  faith.  Therefore  we  conclude 
that  a  man  is  justified  by  faith  without  the  deeds 
cf  the  law.' 


2  92  THOUGHTS  OJsT  THE 

Whatever  is  not  built  on  this  foundation,  says 
a  sensible   writer,   already  quoted,  £  may  satisfy 
the  conscience  and  comport  with  the  religion  of 
that  man,  who  never  saw  his  guilt  in  the  mirror 
of  God's  law;  but  every   hope  not  founded  on 
the  Redeemer'srighteousnesswill  prove  infinitely 
presumptuous  and  dangerous,  and  nothing  give 
peace  to  the  conscience,  but  what  secures  the 
honour  of  the  broken  law,  and  provides  an  ade- 
quate  satisfaction  for  the  inflexible  justice  of 
Heaven;   and   nothing   can   do   either,    but  the 
atoning  blood  of  Jesus  Christ  applied  by  faith  in 
that  gospel  testimony  which  declares,  that  he  who 
shed  it,  thought  it  no  robbery  to  be    equal  with 
God,  and  presented  himself  on  the  cross  a  sin- 
atoning   victim   to    Almighty    God.    However, 
therefore,  we  may  admit  the  dictates  of  candour 
respecting  some  point  of  i  doubtful  disputation/ 
and  embrace  in  christian  love  the  differing  par- 
ties respectively;  we  can  never  give  up  the  doc- 
trine of  the  atonement,  without  yielding  up  to 
our  adversaries,   at   the  same    time,    the   very- 
essence   of  truth,  the  glory  of  the  gospel,  and 
the  [only  foundation  of  our  hopes  and  prospects 
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for  ever.  Nay,  we  may  boldly  affirm,  that  the 
scheme  of  religion  that  is  not  formed  upon  this 
plan,  wants  every  thing  essential  to  the  glory  of 
the  divine  perfections,  and  every  thing  that  can 
consistently  secure  the  peace  and  salvation  of 
man,  as  a  sinner.' 

I  am,  Sir, 

Yours,  &c. 


194  THOUGHTS  ON  THE 


LETTER  V. 


What  wisdom,  infinite,  vouchsafes  to  teach, 
Shalt  thou,  frail  mortal,  hesitate  to  preach: 
4  Call  imperfection  what  thou  fancy'st  such; 
Say  here  he  gives  too  little,  there  too  much; 
Snatch  from  his  hand  the  balance  and  the  rod, 
Rejudge  his  justice,  be  the  god  of  God.' 


You  tell  me,  Sir,  that  whatever  may  be  your 
views  of  the  doctrine  of  particular  redemption* 
you  are  decidedly  against  the  exhibition  of  it  in 
the  pulpit,  and  for  this  reason,  among  others,  be- 
cause  it  has  a  natural  tendency  to  embarrass  the 
preacher  inf  addressing  his  audience.  For  such 
a  remark  I  see  no  legitimate  conclusion.  Men 
are  not  called  upon  to  decide  whether  redemp- 
tion be  particular  or  general:  they  are  called  to 
believe  that  they  are  sinners  against  God,  and 
justly  exposed  to  the  curse  denounced  by  the 
law  against  them  as  transgressors. 
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There  are  undoubtedly  seasons  when  the  doc- 
trines of  election,  of  particular  redemption,  and 
other  truths  connected  with  them  may,  and 
ought  to  be  maintained;  for  without  a  right 
knowledge  of  these,  it  may  be  said  with  the 
learned  Zanchius,  when  speaking  of  predestina- 
tion, <  We  cannot  form  just  and  becoming  ideas 
of  God.  Thus,  unless  he  certainly  foreknows, 
and  foreknew  from  everlasting,  ail  things  that 
shall  come  to  pass;  his  understanding  would  not 
be  infinite:  and  a  Deity  of  limited  understand- 
ing is  no  Deity  at  all.  Again  we  cannot  sup- 
pose him  to  have  foreknown  any  thing,  which  he 
had  not  previously  decreed;  without  setting  up 
a  series  of  causes,  extra  Deum,  and  making  the 
Deity  depeadent,  for  a  great  part  of  the  know- 
ledge he  has,  upon  the  will  and  works  of  his 
creatures,  and  upon  a  combination  of  circum- 
stances exterior  to  himself.  Therefore,  his  de- 
terminate plan,  counsel,  and  purpose,  (1.  e.  his 
own  predestination  of  causes  and  effects)  is  the 
only  basis  of  his  foreknowledge:  which  fore- 
knowledge could  neither  be  certain,  nor  inde- 
pendent, but  as  founded  on  his  own  antecedent 
decree.   2.  He  alone  is  entitled  to  the  name  of 
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True  God,  who  governs  all  things,  and  without 
whose  will  (either  efficient  or  permissive)  nothing 
is  or  can  be  done:  and  such  is  the  God  of  the 
scriptures:  agairtfet  whose  will,  not  a  sparrow 
can  die,  nor  a  hair  fall  from  our  heads,  Matt,  x/ 

All-important  however  as  are  the  doctrines  of 
election  and  redemption,  the  exhibition  of  these 
truths  is  far  from  being  the  primary  or  the  con- 
stant duty  of  a  minister  of  Christ.  In  the  pul- 
pit, he  has,  more  or  less,  always  to  do  with  men 
who  are  hostile  to  the  moral  government  of  God; 
who  are  daily  living  in  actual  rebellion  against 
him;    but  who,    notwithstanding,  are  neither 
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will  therefore  be  his  principal  endeavour  to  con- 
vince them  of  their  daring  presumption  and  their 
gUilt — of  their  being  righteously  exposed  to  the 
curse  threatened  in  the  law,  and  that  dying  in 
such  a  state,  they  will  inevitably  perish. 

Surely  the  preacher's  belief  of  the  doctrine  of 
election  and  particular  redemption,  can  be  no 
obstacle  to  his  bearing  a  faithful  testimony  to 
these  awful  and    alarming    facts — to  his   pro« 
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claiming,  in  the  language  of  scripture,  That,  not 
merely  the  shameless  profligate,  but  c  that  all  the 

world  is  become  guilty  before  God that  there 

is  none  righteous,  no,  not  one:  there  is  none 
that  understandeth,   there  is  none   that  seeketh 

after  God they  are  all  gone  out  of  the  way, 

they  are  together  become   unprofitable;  there  is 

none  that  doeth   good,  no,  not  one there  is 

no  fear  of  God  before  their  eyes:'  and  that; 
for  men  to  expect  to  be  saved  by  conformity 
to  a  law  which  they  must  be   conscious  they  are 

daily  violating,  is  preposterous It  should  also 

be  remembered  and  inculcated,  that  the  law  to 
which  all  are  amenable,  is  spiritual;  that  it 
takes  cognizance  of  the  thought,  as  well  as  of 
the  act;  and  as  much  requires  purity  of  heart  as 

rectitude  of  conduct- that  it  never  can  remit 

its  claim  to  perfect  and  perpetual  obedience; 
and  that  dying  under  its  curse,  they  must  feel 
the  weight  of  its  sentence  for  ever. 

To  convince  the  sinner  of  the  reality  of  these 
solemn  and  effecting  truths,  is  one  of  the  most 
arduous  duties  connected  with  the  gospel  mi- 
nistry. Men  are  not   willing  to  believe  that  the 

R   2 
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law  of  God  is  so  strict  as  to  mark  deviations  from 
which  no  one  is  perfectly  exempt;  nor  yet  that 
they  are  so  completely  destitute  of  moral  worth, 
as  to  possess  nothing  which  may  in  part,  at  least, 
deserve  the  forgiveness  of  heaven.  Hence  the 
necessity  of  reiterated,  and  indeed  of  unremitted 
endeavours  to  awaken  them  to  a  serious  consider- 
ation of  their  sin  and  their  danger;  of  pressing 
on  their  attention  the  alarming  and  peremptory 
monition  of  our  Lord:  i  Except  a  man  be  born 
again,  he  cannot  see  the  kingdom  of  God.  That 
which  is  born  of  the  flesh  is  flesh  j  and  that 
which  is  born  of  the  Spirit  is  spirit.  Marvel 
not  'that  I  said  unto  thee,  Ye  must  be  born 
again.' 

When  men  in  an  unconverted  state  begin  to 
think  about  the  salvation  of  the  soul,  it  is  al- 
ways imagined  that  something  must  be  done  by 
themselves  to  merit  the  favour  of  God;  and 
untH  they  are  convinced  of  this  fatal  delusion, 
and  completely  divorced  from  all  attachment  to 
the  works  of  the  law  as  a  ground  of  hope,  they 
will  never  see  their  case  to  be  desperate,  nor 
ever  feelingly  adopt  the   language  of  him  who 
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exclaimed,  under  the  pressure  of  his  guilt,  i  God 
be  merciful  to  me  a  sinner.5 


Every  natural  man,  says  a  sensible  writer* 
4  thinks  that  he  has  power  to  renew  himself 
and  turn  to  God,  and  do  works  meet  for  repent- 
ance whenever  he  will.  This  conceit  runs  in  the 
veins  of  every  man  by  nature,  and  discovers 
itself  in  the  wilful  delays  of  men  about  their 
eternal  concerns,  and  by  their  vows  and  resolu- 
tions upon  a  sick  bed,  or  under  the  stings  of 
conscience,  to  become  new  men.  The  Israelites 
thought  so,  when  they  said,  (  All  that  the  Lord 
hath  spoken  we  will  do.'" All  men  are  like  them 
in  this  respect,  insensible  of  their  own  impo- 
tence, the  regenerated  only  excepted.5 

But  when  the  Gospel  is  faithfully  preached, 
and  cordially  received,  men  see  things  in  a  dif- 
ferent light,  This  change  in  their  views  of  them- 
selves and  of  God,  is,  however,  not  effected  by 
the  force  of  moral  suasion,  or  the  preacher's 
eloquence;  for  <  human  corruption  proves,  as 
M'Laurin  expresses  it,  always  too  hard  for  human 
eloquence;'  but  by  the  agency  of  the  Holy  Spirit 
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so  applying  the  truth  preached  to  the  understand- 
ing, the  conscience,  and  the  heart,  that  the  sinner 
is  brought  to   see  both  his  guilt  and  his  danger; 

to  believe  that  he  is  in  a  perishing  condition 

that,  so  far  from  meriting  divine  mercy,  he  has 
nothing  to  plead  in  extenuation  of  his  sin;  and 
that,  if  ever  he  be  saved,  he  must  stand  solely- 
indebted  to  sovereign  grace  manifested  through. 
the  righteousness  and  atonement  of  Jesus  Christ. 

When  the  trembling  delinquent  is  happily  led 
to  view  things  in  this  light,  he  will  at  once  see 
the  necessity  of  faith  and  repentance,  and  re- 
joice in  the  belief,  That,  though  his  nature  is 
depraved,  and  the  retrospect  of  life  exhibit 
little  else  than  ground  for  contrition  and  re- 
morse, yet  the  God  in  whose  mercy  hefis  directed 
to  confide,  can  be  just,  and  the  justifier  of  him 
that  believeth. 

So  far  therefore  is  such  a  limited  view  of  re- 
demption from  being  likely  to  embarrass  the 
preacher,  that  it  is>  iri  my  view,  the  only  thing 
that  can  encourage  and  animate  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  work.  Were  it  not  from  a  firm 
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belief  that  there  is  nothing  contingent  with  God 

that  from  everlasting,  a  definite  number  of 

our  apostate  race  was  chosen  in  Christ,  as  the 
Head  of  his  body  the  church,  and  that  the 
preaching  of  the  gospel  is  a  principal  mean 
appointed  for  their  conversion  to  God,  he  must 
despair  of  success.  Who  are  the  objects  of  this 
discriminating  mercy,  while  in  a  state  of  nature, 
is  wisely  withheld  from  the  preacher;  but  they 
are  perfectly  known  to  him  whose  gospel  he  is 
commanded  to  preach.  He  is  therefore  indefa- 
tigable in  his  endeavours  to  convince  men  of  their 
sin,  to  warn  them  of  their  danger,  and  to  point 
to  Him  who  hath  said,  *  Look  unto  me,  and  be 

vf»  cnvo/1  r-ii  thf  ends  nf  tfip  p»>hK.  fV>*»  T  o^» 
J «.   —  ~»¥^vij  mi   il*c   ciiuo    ui     Viiv-   «*«*»%%«,   *^»    x   ana 

God,  and  there  is  none  else a  just  God,  and 

a  Saviour/ 

Far,  however,  is  this  faithful  minister  from 
supposing  that  the  conversion  of  a  sinner  is 
achieved  by  his  own  activity  or  zeal;  for  he 
knows  that  were  he  to  preach  from  morn  to 
noon,  and  from  noon  to  midnight,  no  good  would 
be  effected  for  the  sinner  or  the  saint  without  the 
divine  blessing  on  his  labours.  But  is  he  from 
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this  consideration  induced  to  slacken  his  zeal, 
or  remit  his  attempts  to  bring  sinners  to  the 
knowledge  of  themselves  and  of  God?  No;  ra- 
ther will  he  exclaim  with  the  pious  Doddridge, 


Jesus,.  I  love  thy  charming  name, 

'Tis  music  to  my  ear; 
Fain  would  I  sound  it  out  so  loud 

That  earth  and  heaven  should  hear. 


Anxious  is  he  to  preach  the  gospel  to  every 
creature — to  be  instant  in  season,  and  out  of 
season;  to  reprove,  rebuke,  exhort,  with  all  long- 
suffering,  knowing  him  that  has  said,  Lo,  I  am 
with  you  alway,  even  to  the  end  of  the  world. 
The  remembrance  of  this  delightful  promise 
gives  a  new  stimulus  to  exertion:  he  shuns  not  to 
declare  the  whole  counsel  of  God;  knowing  that 
though  he  draw  the  bow  at  a  venture,  there  is 
an  unseen  hand  that  will  infallibly  direct  the 
arrow  to  its  mark. 

With  regard  to  scriptural  exhortations,  or 
promises,  that  refer  to  spiritual  concerns,  and 
which  are  urged  on  the  hearer  by  the  advocates 
for  general  redemption;  I  know  of  none  that 
their  opponents  may  not  readily  adopt.  I  say 
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exhortations,  or  promises  that  refer  to  spiritual 
concerns;  because  there  are  many  connected  with 
the  Sinai  covenant  which  refer  to  the  present 
life  only,  that  are  often  injudiciously  pressed  into 
this  service. 

If  the  gospel  be  faithfully  preached,  the  mi- 
nisters of  both  parties  have  to  exhibit  the  same 

Saviour,  and  the  same  salvation to  announce 

that  he  to  whom  the  sinner  must  look  for  mercy, 
is  able  to  save  them  to  the  uttermost  that  come 
unto  God  by  him;  and  that  him  who  cometh,  he 
will  in  no-wise  cast  out  that  however  enor- 
mous his   guilt,   the  blood  of  Christ  cleanseth 

from  all  sin that   whosoever  will,  may  take 

of  the  water  of  life  freely;  and  that  he  that 
liveth  and  believeth  in  him  shall  never  perish. 

But  then  as  to  the  provision;  is  it  for  all? 
Yes,  for  all  that  repent  and  believe  the  gospel. 
You  would  not  surely  have  the  preacher  an- 
nounce that  it  is  for  those  who  neither  do  the 
one  nor  the  other;  for  he  that  believeth  not  shall 
be  damned. 
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The  difference  between  the  advocates  for  par- 
ticular and  general  redemption,  observes  Mr. 
Sladen  (as  quoted  by  Mr.  Cooper  of  New  Eng- 
land) i  is  not  about  the  number  that  are  saved; 
we  both  agree  in  this,  that  none  shall  be  saved 
but  such  as  repent  and  believe,  and  obey  the 
gospel,  and  that  all  such  shall  certainly  be  saved; 
but  what  we  differ  about  is,  the  manner  of  their 
obtaining  salvation.  We  say,  They  are  saved  by 
virtue  of  the  electing  love  of  God;  they  say 
they  are  saved  because  they  rightly  improve  their 
own  free  will.  We  affirm  them  to  be  saved  in 
such  a  way  as  ascribes  all  the  glory  to  God; 
the  way  of  salvation  which  they  hold  is  such,  as 
leaves  great  room  for  man  to  glory.  Thus  far 
then  our  doctrine  appears  every  whit  as  merciful 
to  mankind  as  theirs,  inasmuch  as  the  difference 
is  not  about  the  number  of  the  saved,  but  the 
way  and  manner  of  their  coming  to  this  salva- 
tion. Nay,  our  doctrine  appears  much  more 
merciful  than  theirs  who  oppose  it:  for  ours 
makes  the  salvation  of  millions  of  the  fallen  chil- 
dren of  men  absolutely  certain,  while  theirs 
makes  the  salvation  of  any  man  but  barely  pos- 


SUFFERINGS  OF  CHRIST.  205 

sible the  doctrine  of  our  opponents  is  an  un- 
merciful doctrine,  because  it  is  so  far  from  ascer- 
taining the  salvation  of  any,  that  it  makes  the 
salvation  of  each  man  a  moral  impossibility. 
They  suppose  the  election  the  scripture  speaks 
of  to  be  only  a  conditional  one,  L  e.  provided 
men  will  repent,  and  believe,  and  persevere  in 
holiness;  but  they  will  not  allow  that  God 
has  predestinated  any  to  faith,  repentance,  and 
perseverance  to  the  end;  but  that  the  perform- 
ance of  these  conditions  depends  upon  their  own 
will.' 

It  appears  to  me  unaccountably  strange  that 
the  doctrine  of  election,  or  particular  redemp- 
tion, should  be  thought  in  any  way  embarrassing 
to  a  preacher  of  the  gospel.  It  is  not  the  secret, 
but  the  revealed  will  of  God  that  is  the  rule  of 
duty.  The  preacher  has,  in  one  view,  nothing 
to  do  with  the  hidden  purposes  of  heaven.  He 
is  sent  to  proclaim  the  glad  tidings  of  salvation 
to  a  world  that  lieth  in  wickedness;  to  awaken 
men  to  a  sense  of  their  guilt  and  their  danger; 
to  evince  that  they  are  living  without  any  well- 
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grounded   hope    of  forgiveness;  and  that,  dying 
in  such  a  state,  they  must  inevitably  perish. 

But  if  men  are  not  to  be  reasoned  with  as 
men,  and  as  sinners;  if  they  are  not  to  be  told 
what  is  right,  how  are  they  to  discover  their 
conduct  to  be  wrong?  If  the  law  of  God  is  not 
to  be  preached  in  its  spiritual  nature  and  extent, 
how  is  the  sinner  to  see  that  he  comes  short  of 
its  demands?  for  if  he  be  not  brought  to  view 
himself  in  a  perishing  condition,  he  will  never 
see  the  need  in  which  he  stands  of  a  Saviour; 
nor  till  he  feel  his  imbecility  and  his  helpless- 
ness, will  he  supplicate  the  throne  of  heaven  for 
assistance.  If  men  are  not  effectually  convinced 
that  by  the  works  of  the  law  they  cannot  be 
justified  before  God;  they  will  never  see  the 
necessity  there  is  for  the  righteousness  which  he 
has  graciously  provided  for  this  purpose,  and 
which  is  revealed  as  the  ground  of  faith  in  the 
gospel. 

If  however  the  preacher  be  such  as  need  not 
to  be   ashamed,  the  welfare  of  immortal  souls 
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will  lie  near  his  heart.  In  nothing  will  he  so 
muchj  rejoice  as  in  the  conversion  of  sinners  to 
Christ.  He  will  cry  aloud,  and  spare  not:  he 
will  lift  up  his  voice  like  a  trumpet,  and  shew 
the  people  their  transgressions,  and  the  house 
of  Jacob  their  sins.  He  will,  as  the  apostle 
expresses  it,  travail  in  birth  until  Christ  be 
formed  in  them.  For  this  he  will  ardently  pray, 
and  indefatigably  labour;  and  though  conscious 
that  neither  his  zeal  nor  his  diligence  will  of 
themselves  convert  one  soul;  he  is  neither  re- 
miss nor  cold  in  the  discharge  of  his  work;  but 
anxious  that  he  may  be  found  faithful  unto 
death;  being  well  persuaded  that,  in  accom- 
plishing the  number  of  God's  elect,  the  means 
and  the  end  are  inseparably  connected. 

If  there  beany  thing,  in  the  present  day,  that 
can  give  to  the  faithful  ministers  of  Christ  a 
new  stimulus  to  exertion,  it  is  the  wonderful 
occurrences  recently  witnessed  by  the  christian 
world.  Who  can  contemplate  the  various  and 
extensive  missionary  efforts — the  British  and 
Foreign  Bible  Society,  and  other  benevolent 
institutions   for   the  dissemination    of  religious 
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knowledge,  without  anticipating  something  of 
the  blessedness  of  that  glorious  day,  when  the 
great  Head  of  the  church  will  say  to  the  north, 
Give  up;  and  to  the  south,  Keep  not  back: 
bring  my  sons  from  far,  and  my  daughters  from 

the  ends  of  the    earth. For   the   earth  shall 

be  full  of  the  knowledge  of  the  Lord,  as  the 
waters  coyer  the  sea? 

I  remain,  Sir, 

Yours,  he 
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